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Abstract

The Neutrino Factory has been proposed as a facility to provide an intense source

of neutrinos suitable for the measurement of neutrino oscillation parameters and a

possible CP violating phase to unprecedented precision. In the Neutrino Factory,

neutrinos are produced by the decay of a muon beam with 20-50 GeV per muon.

Initially, the muon beam occupies a large volume in phase space, which must be

reduced before the beam can be accelerated. The proposed method to achieve

this is to use a solenoidal ionisation cooling channel.

In this thesis the physics of the cooling channel is described including the

cooling effects of different materials and the beam optics of solenoidal focussing

and radio frequency cavities. The Muon Ionisation Cooling Experiment is de-

scribed, in which a section of a long cooling channel will be constructed at the

Rutherford Appleton Laboratory (RAL) in Oxfordshire, the cooling performance

measured and compared with computer simulation. The simulation of the cooling

channel in the G4MICE code is detailed and the accuracy of such simulations is

investigated. The beam dynamics of the simulated cooling channel is examined

and the cooling performance of the channel is studied. The cooling measurement

is simulated and the simulated measurement is compared with the simulated true

cooling performance.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Three major facilities have been proposed for the precision study of neutrino os-

cillation parameters, the Neutrino Factory, the Betabeam and the Superbeam.

Of these, the Neutrino Factory offers the finest precision measurement of oscilla-

tion parameters [1]. The Neutrino Factory generates neutrinos from an intense

muon beam that has been accelerated to high energy.

Muons are generated by firing a multi-megawatt proton beam onto a target

to generate pions. The pions decay to a highly dispersed muon beam. The

phase space density of the muon beam must be increased in order that enough

muons can be accelerated within a reasonable accelerator acceptance, such that

the neutrino yield is sufficient to give good statistics in the Neutrino Factory

detector systems. The only technique that can increase the muon beam density

on the timescale of the muon lifetime is ionisation cooling.

1.1 Neutrino Oscillations

Neutrino oscillations were discovered at Super-Kamiokande in 1998 by examining

the angular distribution of muon neutrinos generated as decay products of at-

mospheric hadronic showers. A deficit of upward travelling muon neutrinos was

observed without a corresponding decrease in upward travelling electron neutri-

nos, as compared with downward travelling neutrinos. Later analysis indicated

a surplus of tau decay products, indicating mixing between muon and tau neu-

trinos [2]. Strong support was given by observations at the Sudbury Neutrino

Observatory (SNO) published in 2001 and 2002 [3]. SNO found a deficit of elec-

tron neutrinos produced by solar nuclear fusion as compared with the number

predicted by the Standard Solar Model. Later, KamLAND observed oscillations

from neutrinos produced by nuclear reactors [4]. In addition, CNGS, MINOS

and K2K have yielded observations of neutrino oscillations from neutrino beams

12



[5] [6] [8].

Current observations can be explained by the existence of three neutrino mass

eigenstates that mix to form the weak eigenstates. A neutrino is created and an-

nihilated in the weak interaction as a weak eigenstate, but travels through space

as a mass eigenstate. The mass eigenstates interfere with each other, possibly

leading to an oscillation into another weak eigenstate. In the case of Dirac neu-

trinos the oscillations are parametrised by three angles, θ13, θ23, θ12, the neutrino

mass squared differences ∆m2
ij = m2

i −m2
j and one phase, δ [10]. There is partic-

ular interest in the measurement of the phase δ, as non-zero values would imply

CP violation in the leptonic sector.

1.2 Measurement of Neutrino Oscillations

Figure 1.1: Sensitivity of the Neutrino Factory to various parameters as a function

of sin2 2θ13 for different choices of accelerator-detector distance [1].

The Neutrino Factory has been shown to provide the most accurate mea-

surements in much of parameter space compared to other next-generation neu-

trino beam facilities as it provides an intense, high energy and well characterised

beam. The presence of muon antineutrinos and electron neutrinos for µ− decay

and muon neutrinos and electron antineutrinos for µ+ decay allows independent

experiments on both flavours and both matter and antimatter. In particular, the

Neutrino Factory has been shown to offer at least an order of magnitude greater

sensitivity to the value of sin θ13, sensitivity to the sign of ∆m2
13 and more sensi-
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tivity to δ for order-of-magnitude smaller values of sin θ13 as compared with other

neutrino facilities. The sensitivity of the Neutrino Factory to ∆m2
13, θ13 and δ is

displayed in Figure 1.1. In addition, the Neutrino Factory offers a programme of

muon physics and non-oscillation neutrino physics that cannot be performed at

other facilities.

Measurement of the oscillation parameters is performed by firing the neutrino

beam through the earth into a number of detectors. Different accelerator-detector

distances have been proposed that give differing sensitivity to the neutrino oscil-

lation parameters. It is expected that two different distances will be used with

two different detectors.

1.3 The Role of Ionisation Cooling

The baseline specification of the Neutrino Factory in the International Scoping

Study assumes of order 1021 muon decays per year. Higher fluxes will enable

more accurate measurements of the Neutrino Oscillation parameters. Even with

large acceptance accelerators such a flux is challenging to achieve as the muon

beam occupies a large phase space volume. The phase space volume of the beam

arises due to the intrinsic phase space density of the beam that occurs in pion

production and decay.

An alternative and more effective method than building larger accelerators

is to increase the density of the muon beam using a technique known as ionisa-

tion cooling. Here, muons are passed through some material so that the total

momentum of the beam is reduced. This momentum is returned to the muons

in RF cavities, but only in the longitudinal direction. Thus the overall trans-

verse momentum of the muon beam is reduced resulting in a higher density, or

cooler, beam. The technique has been shown in simulation to be quite effective.

However, it has never been observed in reality.
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Chapter 2

The Need For Cooling

Ionisation cooling is an important part of a Neutrino Factory design as it enables

a much larger proportion of the muon beam to be accelerated, resulting in a

more intense neutrino beam. There are three conceptual designs for a Neutrino

Factory, presented by European [11], US [1], [12], [13] and Japanese [14] groups.

The Japanese design presents and option with no ionisation cooling, instead

relying on very high acceptance accelerators. At the time of writing, the four

independent design studies are being combined into the International Scoping

Study (ISS) [15]. The ISS design calls for only a modest amount of cooling, but

this is quite dependent on the acceptance that can be achieved in the accelerators.

Recent work indicates that the construction of high acceptance accelerators may

be more challenging than previously thought [16].

The ISS Neutrino Factory baseline design is shown in Figure 2.1. The chal-

lenge in Neutrino Factory design is to provide a beam of sufficient intensity. All

designs call for a source of protons that is as intense as possible. Beam powers

of up to 4 MW have been proposed, 20 times as powerful as the highest power

sources currently operational. Protons are fired at energies of order 10 GeV onto

a target where pions are produced. The intensity of the beam is sufficient to

destroy conventional targets; moving solid or liquid targets are under investiga-

tion. Pions are captured either in a 20 T solenoid which is adiabatically weakened

along the accelerator axis; or a magnetic horn where a toroidal field with strength

proportional to 1/r is used to make a paraxial beam. Pions decay to muons with

a large energy spread, which is converted into a time spread using phase rotation.

Under the ISS scheme the pions are subsequently bunched and the beam is cooled

using ionisation cooling to increase the number of muons that are accepted by

the accelerating system. The beam is then accelerated as fast as possible, to

minimise decay losses, using a combination of recirculating linacs (RLAs) and

high acceptance Fixed Field Alternating Gradient machines (FFAGs). Finally
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Figure 2.1: A schematic of the ISS baseline Neutrino Factory.[15].

the muons are stored in a large aperture triangular or racetrack-shaped storage

ring where the muons decay to neutrinos.

The baseline muon energy in the storage ring is 50 GeV. A 20 GeV machine

may be an alternative first stage followed by an upgrade to 50 GeV. The baseline

specification of the machine is for 1021 muon decays per year aimed at one or two

detectors. The challenges involved in achieving these energies and intensities are

revealed by examining the technologies required in more detail.

2.1 Proton Driver

In order to maximise the number of protons that can be brought onto the target,

several designs for an intense proton source has been proposed operating with

beam power of up to 4 MW [18]. This should be compared to beam powers of

order 0.1 MW characteristic of the most intense proton sources currently available

and beam powers of order 1 MW that may be available in the next generation

of proton sources. Accelerator energies of order 10-30 GeV give the best pion

production yields, although proton energies of 5-10 GeV tend to give better

muon yields as the pions produced are more easily captured [19]. Short bunches,
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typically around 1-3 ns, are used in order to provide a structure to the muon

beam that will fit into the relatively high frequency, high gradient RF buckets

necessary for fast muon acceleration.

The various proton driver designs are quite different as they are usually based

around an existing proton machine. Common to all designs is a high intensity

H− ion source followed by acceleration by RFQs and fast beam chopping. Subse-

quently, acceleration is performed by linacs, Rapid Cycling Synchrotrons (RCSs)

or FFAGs depending on the particular design.

2.2 Target Station

Figure 2.2: A schematic of the MERIT experiment. The mercury syringe sits in

the left hand container and fires a mercury jet into the bore of the pulsed 15 T

solenoid on the right hand side. Protons are fired on a horizontal path from the

right edge [20].

The high beam current, fast repetition rate and short, tightly focussed bunch

place great strains on the proton target. Simulations indicate that a fixed target

would be destroyed within a few pulses. Several alternative solutions have been

proposed involving either moving solid or liquid targets.. The preferred option is

to fire a mercury jet along the beamline.

The challenges are considerable for such a scheme. Mercury is highly corrosive

and toxic and will be activated by the intense radiation. The jet cannot be

contained by material as thermal expansion of mercury in the proton beam is

expected to cause such a pipe to explode, while cavitation may erode the pipe.

The mercury jet may be focused in the intense field of the target station so that

the jet will remain intact. However, if the mercury jet is destroyed mercury will

be sprayed inside the solenoid bore, possibly introducing a material that will

absorb pions produced from the target.
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In the MERIT proof-of-principle experiment a mercury jet will be fired across

a 24 GeV/c proton beam with maximum intensity of 3x1013 protons per bunch,

focussed to a spot size of 1-2 mm by a 15 T field. After passing through the beam-

line, the mercury pools on the bottom of the target station and is recirculated.

The MERIT experiment [20] is shown in Figure 2.2.

2.3 Phase Rotation

Figure 2.3: Manipulations in the longitudinal phase space of the muon front end.

Muons drift in a macro-bunch and then are collected into micro-bunches. The

energy of the bunches is aligned to a central momentum using Vernier phase

rotationi [1].

After the target the strong solenoidal fields are gradually tapered to a few

Tesla. In this distance, the majority of pions decay to muons. Under the ISS

scheme the muons are adiabatically bunched into so-called micro-bunches with

a spread of 0.5 ns RMS before being rotated in momentum-time phase space

using a system known as Vernier Rotation [21]. The resulting momentum-time

phase space is shown in Figure 2.4. The shorter bunch length enables a higher

frequency RF voltage to be used. In general higher frequency RF systems are

less prone to breakdown so that higher RF voltages may be achieved, enabling

faster acceleration.

First the macro-bunch is allowed to drift for 90 m, so that an energy-time

correlation arises. Then high frequency RF is applied to the bunch. The RF

voltage is adiabatically increased over a distance of 60 m from 0 to 4.8 MV/m,

giving rise to micro-bunches. As the micro-bunches continue to drift in the macro-

bunch for this distance, the RF frequency must be altered so that the centre

of each micro-bunch stays at a constant RF phase and the final RF frequency

corresponds to the final beam. In the ISS, the RF frequency is initially 333 MHz

and falls to 200 MHz.

Finally, the energy of the tails of the macro-bunch are manipulated so that
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they are at the same energy as the centre. This is achieved by introducing a

slight variation in the RF frequency so that the phase of the bunch centre varies

across the macro bunch. Muons that are late see a positive phase, giving them

an energy boost, while muons that are early see a negative phase reducing their

energy. The RF frequency is then modulated to maintain this phase offset until

the micro-bunches all have the same energy, where the appropriate frequency is

calculated by firing reference particles at the central momentum and time of the

off-momentum bunches so that a higher muon flux is transferred into the muon

cooling channel.

Figure 2.4: The energy-time relationship after the buncher section. Micro-

bunches can be seen faintly [1].

2.4 Ionisation Cooling

After phase rotation the beam emittance is reduced such that more muons are

accepted into the acceleration system and storage ring using ionisation cooling.

The baseline ISS ionisation cooling scheme uses a linear cooling channel based

on Lithium Hydride absorbers with a thin Beryllium coating to ease handling

issues. A cartoon of the ISS scheme is shown in Figure 2.5.

The main challenge in the construction of such a cooling channel is expected

to arise due to the enhanced breakdown probability in the RF cavities. 200 MHz

RF is placed in intense solenoidal fields produced by superconducting coils. The

RF must be run at high peak fields in order to minimise the overall length of

the cooling channel to reduce decay losses. However, evidence suggests that in
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Figure 2.5: The ISS baseline cooling channel. Emittance is reduced in Lithium

Hydride absorbers. The beam is focussed by superconducting solenoids and lon-

gitudinal momentum is returned by 200 MHz RF cavities [1].

strong magnetic fields breakdown occurs at lower peak electric fields [22]. This

may necessitate a longer cooling channel with lower voltage cavities.

The Muon Ionisation Cooling Experiment (MICE) collaboration will con-

struct a cell of a cooling channel [23] as a Proof-of-Principle demonstration of

ionisation cooling techniques. The collaboration seeks to demonstrate cooling

over a range of beam momenta, beam emittances and absorber materials. MICE

is examined in more detail in Chapter 5

2.5 Acceleration

Conventional synchrotrons are unable to increase their bending magnet field

quickly enough to compete with decay losses, making acceleration too slow. Sev-

eral alternate acceleration schemes have been envisaged. Very Rapid Cycling

Synchrotrons (VRCSs) [24], Recirculating Linacs (RLAs) [25] and Fixed Field

Alternating Gradient Accelerators (FFAGs) [26] have been proposed as alterna-

tives. The range of transverse acceptances for these machines varies between 15

and 45 mm rad, although specific values depend on the machine design.

2.5.1 VRCSs

VRCSs use very fast ramping magnets to achieve a rapid cycling time, necessitat-

ing a careful magnet design. The gaps between dipoles are minimised to reduce
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the stored energy in the ring, for example using combined function magnets and

using longer bending arcs and straights than in conventional synchrotrons. Eddy

currents can be minimised by design of the magnets and by using a relatively

low duty cycle. However, the synchrotron would have a relatively low acceptance

and so would require greater beam cooling.

2.5.2 RLAs

In RLAs, one or two linacs provide acceleration of the muons for RLAs shaped in

so-called ‘dogbones’ or ‘racetracks’. Magnet arcs recirculate muons back into the

linacs such that the RF cavities can be used several times on each cycle. Unlike

synchrotrons, several different arcs are provided with different fixed dipole field

strengths for muons of different momenta so that there is no issue with the magnet

rise time. A high aperture dipole guides muons of different momenta into and

out of the different arcs. In order to operate RLAs the longitudinal momentum

spread must be much smaller than the beam energy to allow clean separation

of beams before they enter the arcs, placing a limit on the minimum injection

energy.

2.5.3 FFAGs

FFAGs have fixed field bending magnets where the magnet field is much higher

at larger radii. Hence higher momentum particles see a greater bending field and

can be contained within the same bending magnet as lower momentum particles,

even over a relatively large range of momenta. Thus there is no need to ramp.

Several different types of FFAGs exist. In scaling FFAGs the focusing fields

scale as a power law with radius. This means that the beam optics are the same

at higher momenta so that the beam is not affected by resonances. However,

magnets are expensive and technically challenging to design and build. Also, the

flight time of the muons changes as the muons travel at higher momenta. It is

not possible to modulate the frequency of the cavities fast enough, limiting the

energy over which the muons can be accelerated.

In non-scaling FFAGs the fields do not scale with radius. This means muons

at different energies travel through different path lengths, and with a careful

choice of beam optics, the muons can be held in the rf bucket for longer, allowing

greater acceleration. However, these machines have a smaller acceptance and the

muon beam crosses resonances that may cause emittance growth.
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2.6 Storage Ring

The final component of the Neutrino Factory is the muon storage ring. Here

neutrinos are stored and decay in long straights aimed at the various detectors.

The storage ring must be designed not only so that the neutrino rate at the

detectors is as high as possible, but also so that the rate is well known.

The number of neutrinos that strike the detectors is optimised by ensuring

that muons travel towards the detectors for as long as possible. It is only muons

that are travelling towards the detector as they decay that contribute to the

neutrino beam. Two basic designs have been proposed for a storage ring; based

on an oval-shaped racetrack scheme for a single far detector on one baseline; and

an isosceles triangle scheme for two far detectors on two baselines. The isosceles

triangle scheme requires two vertically stacked rings of opposite polarity to enable

neutrinos from opposite-sign muons to be fired at the same detector.

The neutrino rate at the detectors is dependent on the neutrino beam diver-

gence as well as the number of muons in the beam. There are two contributing

factors to the neutrino beam divergence; the intrinsic divergence from muon de-

cay and the divergence of the muon beam before decay. The storage ring is

designed to ensure that the muon beam divergence is much smaller than the in-

trinsic neutrino beam divergence, which requires soft focusing and large aperture

magnets.

2.7 Cooling-Accelerator Payoff

The advantages of cooling can be offset by the use of a larger acceptance accel-

erator and storage ring or detector systems with a larger fiducial volume. The

cost of a long cooling channel was compared with the cost of larger acceptance

accelerators by Bob Palmer [27] and the result is shown in Figure 2.6.

The cost of cooling has been estimated assuming a linear cooling channel with

Lithium Hydride absorbers. This cooling channel may be impractical due to the

significant magnetic fields in the RF cavity volume, in which case a longer and

more expensive cooling channel would be required. However, the cooling perfor-

mance may be significantly improved through the use of an emittance exchange

scheme.

For a scheme with less cooling, high acceptance FFAGs will be required.

Recent simulation results indicate that longitudinal heating due to transverse-

longitudinal correlations may make these schemes impractical [16]. There is also

a need to understand the accelerator and cooling costs better, as well as more
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Figure 2.6: The cost payoff between higher acceptance acceleration and more

extensive cooling [27].

well developed storage ring and detector designs. Further investigations are in

progress.
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Chapter 3

Solenoidal Beam Optics

In an accelerating structure it is necessary to ensure that particle trajectories

are stable so that the beam is contained. In ionisation cooling channels this is

usually achieved in transverse phase space using solenoids and in longitudinal

phase space using RF cavities.

In vacuum, beam optics can be determined using a transfer map formalism,

whereby operators are determined that transport particle trajectories along the

beamline. Under a first order approximation in a stable lattice, particle trajec-

tories can be decomposed into conserved amplitudes and angles, one for each

decoupled phase space. The mean of the amplitudes for a beam are also con-

served and are called the emittances. Instabilities are known as resonances and

the conditions for linear instabilities are found to be completely dependent on

the transfer map.

Terms beyond first order are also of interest in cooling channels due to the high

emittance of the beams involved. However, these non-linear terms are beyond

the scope of this thesis and as such will only be discussed qualitatively.

3.1 Motion in a Solenoidal Focussing System

Most cooling channels rely on solenoidal focussing systems. Typically solenoids

have larger acceptances and greater focussing can be achieved due to the symme-

try between x and y axes, which increases the amount of cooling achieved. Also,

the focussing is stronger in solenoids than quadrupoles at the low momentum

typical of cooling channels.

There are several routes to derive the beam optical equations for a solenoid.

Penn [28] derives the equations of motion and uses these to derive Hill’s equation.

Wang and Kim [29] extend this formalism by taking a Fourier decomposition

of the focusing function to reach the same beam optical equations as well as

24



resonance phenomena of the lattice. Berz [30] outlines a method to derive transfer

maps to high precision using a Taylor expansion and this has been applied to

cooling channels [31]. Dragt [32] extends this formalism to use a Lie algebraic

approach that enables a faster numerical integration by choosing the order that

terms in the Taylor expansion are summed with care.

In this thesis, transfer maps will be derived using a Taylor expansion of the

Hamiltonian under standard perturbation theory [33]. This technical approach

has the advantage that transfer maps are symplectic, as described below. This

condition is required if phase space volume is to be conserved and leads to emit-

tance conservation in a rigorous manner. It also makes a number of useful math-

ematical tools available and is readily extensible to non-linear terms.

First the Hamiltonian for a solenoid is derived. Subsequently the transfer

map operator, that transfers particles between z and z + dz, is derived to first

order. This is shown to be symplectic and emittance conserving in this first-

order approximation. Particle transport is decomposed into a lattice-dependent

β function and a particle-dependent angle. Finally stability criteria are derived

for the beam.

3.1.1 Coordinate System and notation

Vectors are indicated with an arrow above a letter, as in ~u while matrices are

indicated with bold font. ~u will be used to denote a general phase space vec-

tor while ~q, ~A and ~p will be used to denote position, four vector potential and

momentum respectively. Subscripts such as px indicate, for example, momentum

along ~x. Subscripts i, j and k will be used to indicate an arbitrary axis.

Right-handed cartesian coordinates will be used with ~z along the beam (solenoid)

axis, ~x in the horizontal directoin and ~y pointing in the vertical direction where

relevant. (r, θ) denote cylindrical polar coordinates about ~z. t denotes time.

In this chapter, ~pc denotes the canonical conjugate momentum to the position

coordinates and ~pk the kinetic equivalent. Upper case will be used to denote

lab coordinates while lower case will be used to denote deviation coordinates, as

explained below. In subsequent chapters, lower case will be used throughout and

in general only kinetic coordinates will be considered.

3.1.2 Hamiltonian expansion for a Solenoid

The aim here is to find the Hamiltonian for a charged particle in a solenoidal

field and expand it as a power series. This can then be used to find operators,

known as transfer maps, that transport particles down the beam line.
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The Hamiltonian for a particle of charge q and mass m moving in a general

electromagnetic field with canonical phase space vector ~uc
T = (T, P c

T , X, P c
X , Y, P c

Y ),

using z as the independent variable and taking the speed of light c = 1, is [34]

Hz(~uT ; z) = qAz −
[
(P c

T − qAT )2 −m2 − (P c
X − qAX)2 − (P c

Y − qAY )2
]1/2

(3.1)

Here the canonical momentum P c
i is related to the kinetic momentum P k

i by

P k
i = P c

i − qAi, (3.2)

P k
T is the particle energy, T is the absolute time and AT is the scalar potential.

The 4-vector potential from an axially symmetric system of currents is given by

[35] 
AT

AX

AY

Az

 =


0

−Y f(z, r2)

Xf(z, r2)

0

 , (3.3)

where

f(z, r2) = Σ
(−1)n(r2)n

22n+1n!(n + 1)!

∂2nBz(0, 0, z)

∂z2n
(3.4)

and Bz is the magnetic field in the ~z direction.

Then the Hamiltonian becomes

Hz(~u
c
T ; z) = −

[
(P c

T )2 −m2 − (P c
X − qAX)2 − (P c

y − qAY )2
]1/2

. (3.5)

In order to perform a perturbation expansion of the system it is necessary to

transform the Hamiltonian to deviation variables

t = T − T0, (3.6)

x = X, (3.7)

y = Y, (3.8)

pc
t = P c

T − pc
0, (3.9)

pc
x = P c

X , (3.10)

pc
y = P c

Y . (3.11)

Here T0 and pc
0 are the time and momentum coordinates of the reference particle

that moves with speed v0 where T0 = z/v0. In choosing a generating function for

the transformation, it is necessary to ensure that the variables of the generating

function are independent. Hence a generating function of the second kind, F2, is

chosen as (T, X, Y ; pc
t , p

c
x, p

c
y; z) are independent.
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Generating functions of the second kind obey the relations [36]

Pi =
∂F2

∂Qi

, (3.12)

qi =
∂F2

∂pi

, (3.13)

which gives

F2 = Xpc
x + Y pc

y + (T − T0)(p
c
t + pc

0). (3.14)

for the transformation between lab and deviation coordinates. Then the Hamil-

tonian with phase space coordinates ~uc = (t, pc
t , x, pc

x, y, pc
y) is [36]

Kz(~u
c; z) = Hz(~u

c
T ; z) +

∂F2

∂z

= Hz(~u
c
T ; z)− pc

t + pc
0

v0

= −[(pc
t + pc

0)
2 −m2 − (pc

x − qAx)
2 − (pc

y − qAy)
2]1/2

−pc
t + pc

0

v0

. (3.15)

The Hamiltonian is next expanded as a power series,

Kz = K0 + K1 + K2 + . . . , (3.16)

where Kn is a homogeneous polynomial in phase space coordinates ui1ui2 . . . uin

of degree n. In the linear approximation, only terms 0 through 2 are required.

Using a binomial expansion on (3.15) and the expression for the vector potential

(3.3) gives

K0 =
p0

v0

(1 + v2
0) (3.17)

K1 = 0 (3.18)

K2 =
(pc

x)
2 + (pc

y)
2

2p
− B0

2p
(xpc

y − ypc
x) +

B2
0

8p
(x2 + y2)

+
(pc

t)
2

2pβ2
relγ

2
rel

(3.19)

where B0 = qBz(0, 0, z) and p, βrel and γrel are the momentum and relativistic β

and γ of the reference particle.

K2 is then used to calculate the first order transfer map for a solenoid.

3.1.3 First order transfer map for a solenoid

Define a transfer map M as an operator that transports single particle coordinates

between two planes at zin and zfin on the beamline such that

M~uc(zin) = ~uc(zfin). (3.20)
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The equation of motion is

d~u

dz
=: ~u : K = [~u, K] = −[K,~u]. (3.21)

Here the Poisson bracket and :: operators are defined by

: f : g = [f, g] =
∂f

∂qi

∂g

∂pi

− ∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂qi

, (3.22)

and the transfer map to transfer particles from z to z + dz is defined by

M(dz) = 1− : K : dz = 1− (: K0 : + : K1 : + : K2 : + . . .)dz. (3.23)

Then Mi is defined as the transfer map where the Hamiltonian is truncated to a

polynomial of ith order. For example, M2 is given by

M2(dz) = 1− (: K0 : + : K1 : + : K2 :)dz = 1− (
∂K2

∂qi

∂

∂pi

− ∂K2

∂pi

∂

∂qi

)dz (3.24)

In this case Mi~u is a linear combination of ith order polynomials. M2 can be

written as a matrix,

M2(dz) = 1 +



0 −1/(pβ2
relγ

2
rel) 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1/p B0/2p 0

0 0 −B2
0/4p 0 0 B0/2p

0 0 −B0/2p 0 0 1/p

0 0 0 −B0/2p −B2
0/4p 0


dz.

(3.25)

It can be seen that x and y phase spaces are coupled and to first order longitudinal

and transverse phase spaces are independent. As the first non-unitary transfer

map is M2 this is referred to as the first order approximation.Under certain

conditions higher order polynomials in the Hamiltonian become dominant and

this approximation is no longer valid. These are known as resonances and are

discussed in more details below.

Numerical Integration of M2

It will be useful to understand how M2 can be integrated. The transfer map at

z + dz is related to the transfer map at z by

M2(z + dz) = M2(dz)M2(z) = M2(z)− : K2 : M2(z)dz. (3.26)

Then
dM2(z)

dz
= − : K2 : M2(z) (3.27)

where − : K2 : is M2 − 1.

28



3.2 Moment Transport

The transfer map has been derived to transport a single particle through a

solenoid. In ionisation cooling, it is important to consider the transport of the

entire bunch through the solenoid. The bunch is parameterised in terms of mo-

ments of the phase space coordinates such as the second moments, variance and

covariance. At this stage it is useful to consider moment transport in general,

although second moment transport is of especial importance in ionisation cooling.

Consider a bunch of particles with some continuous density function in phase

space h(~u). N th order raw moments of the bunch are defined by

< ui1ui2 . . . uiN >=
∫

d6~u h(~u) ui1ui2 . . . uiN . (3.28)

A raw moment is a moment taken about~0 rather than the centre of the probability

distribution. In the case of beam transport, this is the reference trajectory.

Consider the density of particles in a volume element at some point zin and

again at some point zfin. By Liouville’s Theorem [36], the density in a volume

element is constant under a canonical transformation. Hence

hfin(~ufin) = hin(~uin) (3.29)

and by the definition of the transfer matrix (3.20)

hfin(~uin) = h(M−1~ufin). (3.30)

The N th moments at zfin are

< ui1ui2 . . . uiN >fin =
∫

d6~ufinhfin(~ufin)ufin
i1 ufin

i2 . . . ufin
iN

=
∫

d6~ufinhin(M−1~ufin)ufin
i1 ufin

i2 . . . ufin
iN

. (3.31)

Substitute M~uin for ~ufin and note that according to the Poincare Integral Invari-

ant Theorem [36] the volume element is constant under canonical transformations,

i.e. d6~ufin = d6~uin. Then

< ui1ui2 . . . uiN >fin =
∫

d6~uinhin(~uin)(M~uin)i1(M~uin)i2 . . . (M~uin)iN

= < (M~uin)i1(M~uin)i2 . . . (M~uin)iN > . (3.32)

In the case of second moments and linear transport this becomes

< ufin
i1 ufin

i2 >=<
∑
j1

(mi1j1u
in
j1

)
∑
j2

(mi2j2u
in
j2

) > . (3.33)

This can be conveniently expressed as a matrix product; the matrix multiplication

rule is

(AB)ik =
∑
j

(aijbjk)) (3.34)
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so that

(M2V
inMT

2 )i1i2 =
∑
j1

(mi1j1

∑
j2

(vin
j1j2

mi2j2)). (3.35)

Here Vin is the input matrix of covariances with elements vin
ab =< uin

a uin
b > so

that

(M2V
inMT

2 )i1i2 =<
∑
j1

(mi1j1u
in
j1

)
∑
j2

(mi2j2u
in
j2

) > (3.36)

which is Vfin. Hence

Vfin = M2V
inMT

2 (3.37)

3.2.1 Emittance

The aim of ionisation cooling is to reduce a quantity known as bunch emittance.

This is closely related to the phase space volume occupied by the bunch, and is

an invariant under linear beam optics.

In general, for the method followed above, the transfer map is symplectic.

The condition for a matrix to be symplectic is

MTJM = J (3.38)

where

J =



0 1 0 0 0 0

−1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 −1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 −1 0


(3.39)

and it can be seen that in particular the solenoidal linear transfer map M2 obeys

this condition for canonical momenta. Note that the determinants of matrices A

and B are related by

|AB| = |A||B| (3.40)

and the determinant of the matrix and its transpose is related by

|A| = |AT|. (3.41)

Then, for the transfer matrix to obey the symplectic condition it must have

determinant 1; using (3.32) it can be seen that the covariance matrices are related

by

|Vfin| = |Vin|. (3.42)
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The normalised beam emittance in six dimensions is defined by

ε6D
n =

6

√
|V6D|
m

. (3.43)

In this thesis, the emittance will be calculated in kinetic phase space variables.

The transformation from canonical phase space to kinetic phase space under the

linear approximation is given by

pc
t = pk

t (3.44)

pc
x = pk

x −
yB0

2
(3.45)

pc
y = pk

y +
xB0

2
. (3.46)

This is a skew transformation so conserves phase space volume and hence emit-

tance.

In the literature it is common to make various alterations to this basic defini-

tion. For example, the trace space coordinate system is often considered where

~utrace = (t, dt/dz, x, dx/dz, y, dy/dz) [37]. In this case,

εtrace = 6

√
|V6D(~utrace)| (3.47)

is known as the unnormalised beam emittance. This is constant in the paraxial

approximation where (dt/dz, dx/dz, dy/dz) and only while the beam momentum

is constant. A normalised emittance can be defined by taking < pz > εtrace ≈ εn

that is constant even under a change in momentum. Also, sometimes energy is

replaced by momentum or momentum in the ~z direction.

In solenoidal beam optics the longitudinal and transverse phase spaces are

decoupled to first order. This means that (x, px, y, py) are independent of (t, pt),

so it is possible to define transverse and longitudinal emittances that are also

conserved by the first order transfer map. Explicitly

ε4D
n =

4

√
|V4D(x, px, y, py)|

m
(3.48)

and

ε2D
n =

√
|V2D(t, pt)|

m
(3.49)

where these equations are valid for both canonical and kinetic momenta. By

considering the motion in an appropriate rotating frame, decoupled transverse

motion and 2D emittances can also be found [28]. However, the 4D case is

sufficient for this thesis.
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3.2.2 Geometric Interpretation of Emittance Conserva-

tion

Emittance conservation has been derived in a highly mathematical manner. It is

instructive to consider the geometrical interpretation of emittance and relate it to

Liouville’s Theorem. In a two dimensional space with ~u = (u1, u2), the equation

for an ellipse is

1 = u2
1/v22 + 2u1u2/v12 + u2

2/v11 = ~uTV−1~u (3.50)

where V is a two by two matrix that defines the ellipse. The area of the ellipse

is

A = π
√
|V|. (3.51)

When compared to the expressions for emittance given above, it is apparent

that emittance is intimately related to the area occupied by an ellipse aligned to

the bunch by the covariance matrix (or, in higher dimensions, the content of a

hyper-ellipsoid [38]).

A linear transformation is defined as one where

xfin = m11u
in
1 + m12u

in
2 , (3.52)

yfin = m21u
in
1 + m22u

in
2 , (3.53)

that is ufin
1 and ufin

2 are a linear combination of uin
1 and uin

2 . Geometrically, linear

transformations correspond to rotations, stretches, and skews. Crucially, under a

linear transformation straight lines stay straight, and ellipses stay elliptical. The

first order transfer map was a linear transformation.

Additionally, great pains were taken to ensure that the transfer map is sym-

plectic. A symplectic transfer map obeys certain laws; crucially, the Poincarre

Integral Invariant tells us that under a symplectic transfer map, the area (con-

tent) of elements of phase space is conserved.

These two properties are required for emittance to be conserved. Firstly, the

area contained within contours of particle density must be conserved. Secondly,

elliptical contours must remain elliptical. In muon cooling, emittance reduction is

achieved by placing material in the beamline, a process that is non-symplectic. In

MICE, emittance growth occurs from chromatic aberrations due to the very large

momentum spread of the beam; here the linear approximation of beam optics

breaks down and second and higher order transfer maps need to be considered

where beam transport is no longer a linear transformation.
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3.2.3 Canonical Angular Momentum

In general canonical angular momentum is also a conserved quantity in solenoidal

beam optics. The cylindrical symmetry of the solenoid ensures that the Hamilto-

nian is cyclic under rotation about ~z. Under such a rotation the Hamiltonian will

remain invariant. As the generating function for a rotation is the canonical an-

gular momentum along ~z, this ensures that this component of canonical angular

momentum is invariant [36].

The canonical angular momentum is given by

Lcan = xpc
y − ypc

x (3.54)

and its mean for an ensemble of particles is exactly

< Lcan >=< xpc
y > − < ypc

x > . (3.55)

In terms of kinetic momentum under the linear approximation this is given by

< Lcan >=< xpk
y > − < ypk

x > +
B0

2
(< x2 > + < y2 >) (3.56)

where < xpk
y > − < ypk

x > is the kinetic angular momentum Lkin.

In designing a cooling channel, care must be taken to ensure canonical angular

momentum is conserved. As is demonstrated in the next chapter, muons passing

through material lose kinetic angular momentum on average, which can lead to

a change in canonical angular momentum. By flipping the solenoid field polarity

in the cooling channel or designing the magnetic lattice so that the field is zero

at the absorbers, the canonical angular momentum can be held constant. This

concept is considered in more detail in later sections.

3.3 Single Particle Emittance

Single Particle Emittance (SPE), εi, is another useful quantity, defined by

εi = εn
~UTV−1~U, (3.57)

also referred to as particle amplitude. This quantity is of considerable inter-

est both because it is conserved and because it is closely related to emittance.

Consider

εfin
i = εn

~Ufin

T
V−1

fin
~Ufin (3.58)

and use the transport equations described above so that

εfin
i = εn

~Uin

T
MT

2 (M2VinM
T
2 )−1M2

~Uin. (3.59)
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The inverse of a general matrix product C = AB is given by C−1 = B−1A−1 so

that

εfin
i = εn

~Uin

T
MT

2 (MT
2 )−1(Vin)−1M−1

2 M2
~Uin (3.60)

or

εfin
i = εn

~Uin

T
(Vin)−1 ~Uin, (3.61)

which is just the definition of εin
i , so that the SPE is conserved. By analogy

with the treatment above, longitudinal, transverse and 6D SPEs can be defined

because each phase space is decoupled. This amplitude is a useful quantity as it

allows a treatment of cooling without requiring a bunch.

3.3.1 Geometric Interpretation of SPE

Just as there was a somewhat intuitive geometric interpretation of emittance,

so there is a similar geometric interpretation of SPE. If the definition of SPE

is examined, it will be noted that this too is the area of an ellipse. In this

case, it is the ellipse similar to the ellipse defined by RMS emittance, but with

radius corresponding to the particle position in the bunch. So particles with SPE

equal to the RMS bunch emittance sit exactly on the RMS ellipse. Further, the

conservation of SPE indicates that particles will always stay on the same elliptical

contour, so long as the linear approximation applies.

3.3.2 Relationship between SPE and Bunch Emittance

It can also be shown that the bunch emittance is proportional to the mean of the

SPEs of the bunch. The definition of SPE can be written as

εi = εn

j=2N∑
j

k=2N∑
k

(ujukv
−1
jk ) (3.62)

where v−1
jk is the jth, kth element of the inverse of the covariance matrix. Taking

the mean over all particles in the bunch, for a 2N dimensional phase space,

< εi >= εn

j=2N∑
j

k=2N∑
k

( < ujuk > v−1
jk ). (3.63)

Now, the jth diagonal element in the matrix product VV−1 is given by

(VV−1)jj =
k=2N∑

k

(vkjv
−1
jk ) = 1. (3.64)

Note that the ordering of indices is interchangeable as V is symmetric. Then

(3.63) becomes

< εi >= 2Nεn. (3.65)
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This is a useful relationship. It demonstrates that bunch emittance is conserved

even in the limit of few particles and also demonstrates the relationship between

particle SPEs and bunch emittance.

3.4 Higher Order Transfer Maps

It is instructive to consider the effects that second order corrections might intro-

duce to the beam transport outlined above. Recall that the Hamiltonian is given

by

Kz(~u; z) = − [(pc
t)

2 + p2 + 2pc
0p

c
t − (pc

x − qAx)
2 − (pc

y − qAy)
2]1/2

− pc
t + pc

0

v0

. (3.66)

Expanding Kz as a Taylor series it is seen that

K3(~u; z) =
pc

0p
c
tK2

2p2
. (3.67)

The second order transfer map from z to z + dz is given by

M3 = M2+ : K3(~u; z) := M2 +
pc

0

2p2
(pc

t : K2 : + : pc
t : K2). (3.68)

Then in transverse phase space, second order aberrations arise from the pc
t : K2 :

pc
0/(2p

2) term and are purely chromatic.

Third order terms are more complicated. It is noted that they fall into three

categories: terms independent of Bz; terms proportional to Bz; and terms propor-

tional to ∂2Bz/∂z2. Thus in regions where the magnetic field gradient is swiftly

changing or close to zero, the third order terms may behave differently to other

regions.

3.5 Lattice Stability

Define the linear transfer map over a single cell of a periodic lattice, ML. Then

the linear transfer map through n cells is ML
n. In order for the lattice to be

stable, ML
n must be finite and real in the limit of large n.

Suppose that ML can be decomposed into decoupled two dimensional transfer

maps Ni by some transformation R with |R| = 1, that is

ML = RNR−1 (3.69)

where

N =


N1 0 0

0 N2 0

0 0 N3

 (3.70)
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and each Ni is a two by two matrix. Then

ML
n = (RNR−1)n. (3.71)

Expanding 3.71 and collapsing pairs of R−1R gives

ML
n = RNnR−1. (3.72)

Then the condition ML
n is finite is equivalent to the condition that Nn is finite,

which is true if each of Ni
n are finite. This condition is obeyed if the eigenvalues

of Ni are finite and real. The eigenvalues of Ni, λi are defined by

NiUi = λUi (3.73)

where Ui is a two-vector in the phase space of Ni. Taking the determinant gives

λ2 − λ(n11 + n22) + n11n22 − n12n21 = 0. (3.74)

Defining an angle µ such that cosµ = n11+n22

2
. Then eigenvalues are

λ = cosµ± isinµ (3.75)

and Ni can be decomposed to

Ni = Icosµ + Jisinµ. (3.76)

Here I is the identity matrix and Ji is a matrix with parameters

Ji =

 αi βi

−γi −αi

 . (3.77)

Then for n cells,

Ni
n = Icos(nµ) + Jisin(nµ). (3.78)

For stability, cosnµ and sinnµ are required to be stable for all values of n. This

means they must be less than 1 for all n, that is

−2 < Tr(Ni) < 2. (3.79)

The trace of N is invariant under a transformation of the form R−1NR, so that

an alternative condition is

−2 < Tr(M//) < 2 (3.80)

−4 < Tr(M⊥) < 4, (3.81)

where M// and M⊥ are the decoupled longitudinal and transverse transfer ma-

trices.
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This condition describes in general whether a lattice is stable. In unstable

lattices, higher order transfer maps become dominant and the first order approx-

imation is no longer valid. In particular, beam emittance increases, the beam

becomes very large and transmission is very poor. As the transfer matrix is mo-

mentum dependent the lattice can be divided into momentum regions where the

lattice is non-resonant and transmission is acceptable, pass-bands, and where the

lattice is resonant and transmission is very poor, stop-bands. Ionisation cooling

channels typically contain very high emittance beams with large energy spreads,

and care must be taken to ensure that the pass-bands are large enough to en-

compass the full momentum spread of the beam.

3.5.1 Decoupling Transformation

By considering transport in the rotating Larmor frame, the equations of mo-

tion for x and y are decoupled for kinetic momenta. Thus the transformation

R comes in two parts, first to kinetic momentum coordinates and then to the

decoupled motion. The kinetic phase space vector Uk, with kinetic momenta

instead of canonical ones, is related to the canonical phase space vector Uc by

the transformation Rc→k

Uk = Rc→kU
c =


1 0 0 0

0 1 B0

2
0

0 0 1 0

−B0

2
0 0 1

Uc. (3.82)

Then the transformation to the Larmor frame Rlar is given by [28]

Uk
lar = RlarU

k =


cosθ 0 sinθ 0

−κsinθ cosθ κcosθ sinθ

sinθ 0 cosθ 0

−κcosθ sinθ −κsinθ cosθ

 (3.83)

where κ = dθ/dz = B0/2. In this frame, not only is motion decoupled but it is

also symmetric in x and y. Hence transverse N are identical. When the lattice

is unstable, it is described as resonant.

3.5.2 Twiss Parameters

The functions β, α and γ are the Twiss parameters and are periodic functions of

the lattice. For a solenoid there are two sets of independent Twiss parameters,

for longitudinal and transverse phase spaces. The requirement that |N| = 1 gives

the relationship βiγi − α2
i = 1.
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Consider a beam with a covariance matrix W in the frame described by the

decoupled coordinate system of Nl. It can be seen that under a transformation

through a single cell, W will remain unchanged by Nl if the covariances are

related by

Wi = A

 βi −αi

−αi γi

 (3.84)

where A is an arbitrary constant.

Under the assumption of a cylindrically symmetric beam the transverse co-

variance matrix can be written as

V⊥ = mcεn


β⊥/p0

−α⊥ γ⊥p0

0 β⊥B0 − L β⊥/p0

−(β⊥B0 − L) 0 −α⊥ γ⊥p0

 . (3.85)

Terms above the diagonal are not included as the covariance matrix is symmetric.

The leading constant has been chosen according to the emittance definition. L
is the constant canonical angular momentum normalised to the beam emittance,

L = mcεn/Lcan. βperp is related to α⊥, γ⊥ and L by

γ⊥ =
1 + α2

⊥ + (β⊥κ− L)2

β⊥
. (3.86)

The determinant |V⊥| is given by√
|V⊥| = (< x2 >< p2

x > − < xpx >2 − < xpy >2) (3.87)

When β⊥ and
√

1 + L2βi are equal, the transverse covariance matrix is described

as matched and the covariance matrix is periodic.

In general the beam β function can be calculated by

β⊥ =
(< x2 > + < y2 >)p

mcεn

. (3.88)

Under the action of R−1
c→kM2Rc→k on V⊥, α⊥ is related to β⊥ by

−2α⊥ =
dβ⊥
dz

(3.89)

and

2β⊥β′′⊥ − (β′⊥)2 + 4β2
⊥B2

0 − 4(1 + L2) = 0. (3.90)

3.6 RF and Solenoid Combined Transfer Map

Slight modifications are required to calculate transport through solenoids and

cavities as shown. A general treatment to arbitrary order is given for pillboxes

in [39] and for general RF cavities in [40]. Only pillboxes are treated here and

only to first order.
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3.6.1 Hamiltonian Including RF

The vector potential from a cylindrically symmetric RF cavity with angular fre-

quency ω is

Ar =
∑
n

ikzn

krn

E0J1(krnr)e
i(ωT−kznz) (3.91)

Az =
∑
n

En

ω
J0(krnr)e

i(ωT−kznz) (3.92)

Aφ = 0. (3.93)

Here n is the space harmonic index, k2
rn+k2

zn =
(

ω
c

)2
, kzn = kz+2πn/d and Jm are

Bessel functions of the first kind. In ionisation cooling channels cavities usually

operate in the TM010 mode where n = 0 and kzn = 0. The Bessel functions can

be expanded as a power series [41]

Jm(krnr) =
∞∑
l=0

(
−1l

l!(m + l)!
(krnr/2)2l+m

)
(3.94)

Adding to the solenoidal vector potential and truncating as a second order poly-

nomial gives

~A2 =
1

2q


−B0y

B0x

Az(r = 0, T )−Kc(x
2 + y2)

 (3.95)

where Ar = 0 as only the TM010 mode is considered and Kc = E0e
iωT0k2

rn/(4ω).

In general, the Hamiltonian can also be truncated as a second order polyno-

mial. As before, the Hamiltonian is expanded using the binomial expansion, now

retaining Az, giving

H = −qAz −
1

2

(
p2

t

p
−

(pc
x)

2 + (pc
y)

2

p
+

2q

p
(Axp

c
x + Ayp

c
y)−

q2

p
(A2

x + A2
y)

)
.

(3.96)

Substituting for first order terms in the expansion of ~A,

H2 = −qAz(r = 0) + (x2 + y2)

(
Kc

2
+

B2
0

8p

)
− p2

t

2pβ2γ2

+
(pc

x)
2 + (pc

y)
2

2p
− B0

2p
(xpc

y − ypc
x) (3.97)

3.6.2 Transfer Map

It can be seen from (3.97) that to leading order the longitudinal and transverse

phase spaces are still decoupled. Once again the transfer map is calculated by

applying the equations of motion

d~u

dz
= −[H,~u] (3.98)
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to the Hamiltonian above. The transfer map for canonical phase space variables

in the transverse phase space (x, pc
x, y, pc

y) is given by

M2⊥ = 1 +


0 1/p B0/2p 0

−K 0 0 B0/2p

−B0/2p 0 0 1/p

0 −B0/2p −K 0

 dz (3.99)

where K = Kc + B2
0/4p.

The transfer map in longitudinal phase space (t, pc
t) is

M2⊥ = 1 +

 0 −1/β2γ2p

Kc 0

 dz. (3.100)

The inclusion of pillboxes then introduces additional terms in the transverse

and longitudinal transfer map. In longitudinal phase space, the pill box produces

a focusing force, which provides longitudinal phase space stability. In transverse

phase space the pill box produces a weak defocussing force. This is negligible in

comparison to the solenoidal focussing in ionisation cooling channels.

3.7 Solenoidal Lattice Design

The solenoidal lattice is important in cooling channel design for several reasons.

It focusses the beam onto the absorbers which enhances cooling and it contains

the beam to prevent scraping. As seen above the focussing is highly momentum

dependent, and indeed at some momenta is resonant.

The focussing can be expressed as a function of the Fourier components of the

on-axis field over a cell of the magnetic lattice [28] [29] and this is used to classify

different lattices [42]. Different Fourier components lead to different resonances.

Wang and Kim give the formula for the nπ resonance as [29]

√
θ0 = n± 1

2

∣∣∣∣∣θn

θ0

∣∣∣∣∣+ 5

16

∣∣∣∣∣θn

θ0

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+ . . . (3.101)

where θ0 =< B2
z > qL/(2πp).

For this document, the SFoFo lattice is particularly interesting. The SFoFo

lattice has a minimum in the β function at the beginning and centre of the cell.

The on-axis magnetic field is approximately given by [28]

Bz = a1sin(πz/λ) + a3sin(3πz/λ). (3.102)

By choosing a1 and a3 carefully, the resonances can be chosen to be outside of

the momenta of interest for the particular beam.
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The field is often chosen to have odd symmetry to prevent growth of canonical

angular momentum. As shown above, a beam with no kinetic angular momentum

in free space will aquire kinetic angular momentum in a solenoidal field. This

will be proportional to the on-axis field so that canonical angular momentum

is conserved. If the beam has kinetic angular momentum as it passes through

material it loses it according to ∆Lkin/Lkin ≈ ∆pz/pz. This leads to build up of

canonical angular momentum that can cause a mismatch. By making the field

odd, any build up of canonical angular momentum in the first half of the cell is

removed in the second half. Also the absorbers can be placed in the zero field

region where the beam has no kinetic angular momentum.
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Chapter 4

Ionisation Cooling

Ionisation cooling is the technique by which it is proposed to reduce the emittance

of the muon beam so that a larger number of muons will fit into the acceptance of

the Neutrino Factory acceleration system and storage rings. In ionisation cooling

dissipative processes are used to reduce the beam emittance as the muon beam

passes through some material.

4.1 Principle of Ionisation Cooling

The significant physical processes that act on muons passing through material at

energies of interest are twofold: firstly, the muon momentum is reduced as atoms

are ionised: secondly, muons scatter off atoms.

The principle of ionisation cooling is to reduce transverse and longitudinal

momentum of muons as they pass through material. This is replaced by longitu-

dinal momentum in RF cavities. Multiple scattering and stochastic effects in the

ionisation energy loss (energy straggling) causes heating that reduces or entirely

counteracts the cooling effect. This can be related in an expression for the change

in emittance due to the passage of a beam through material.

Unless otherwise specified, momenta without a superscript will be used to refer

to kinetic momenta in this and subsequent chapters. Energy will be denoted by

E rather than pk
t and pt will refer to transverse momentum.

4.1.1 Transverse Phase Space

In transverse phase space the change in emittance is given by multiple scattering

effects and ionisation energy loss [43]. Second order effects due to energy strag-

gling are neglected. The mean energy change of the beam per unit length of the

absorber, dE/dz, is given by the Bethe-Bloch equation and the mean squared
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increase in angular spread per unit length is approximated by a Gaussian fit to

the Moliere scattering formula with variance [10],

d < Θ2
x >

dz
≈ 13.62

(pβrel)2LR

. (4.1)

Here Θx is the angular divergence of a particle from the beam axis in the x

direction, p is the beam momentum, c is the speed of light, βrel is the ratio of

momentum to energy and LR is the material’s radiation length.

On passing through a thin piece of material, only the momentum is affected

by the material. Recall that the determinant of the transverse covariance matrix

|V⊥| is given by (3.87),√
|V⊥| = (< x2 >< p2

x > − < xpx >2 − < xpy >2) (4.2)

≈ p2
z(< x2 >< Θ2

x > − < xΘx >2 − < xΘy >2), (4.3)

and the beam emittance is given by (3.48)

εn =
4

√
|V⊥|
m

. (4.4)

The change in emittance on passing through a thickness dz of material is

dεn

dz
=

1

2m2εn

d
√
|V⊥|
dz

(4.5)

Under (4.1) terms of the form < qiqj > and < qiΘj > are constant, so only pz

and < Θ2
i > terms contribute to the emittance change such that

dεn

dz
≈ 1

2m2εn

(2
dpz

dz

√
|V⊥|
pz

+ < x2 > p2
z

d < Θ2
x >

dz
). (4.6)

Using E dE/dz ≈ pz dpz/dz and (4.1),

dεn

dz
≈ 1

β2
relE

〈
dE

dz

〉
εn +

1

2m2εn

< x2 >
13.62

(βrel)2LR

. (4.7)

Also recall the definition of β⊥ (3.88),

β⊥ =
< x2 > p

mεn

. (4.8)

Then
dεn

dz
≈ 1

E

〈
dE

dz

〉
εn +

1

2m

13.62

LR

β⊥
β3

relE
. (4.9)

Note that < dE/dz > is always negative, so the first term is a cooling term and

the second term is a heating term. A more focussed beam with small β⊥ will

undergo less heating. This is because the multiple scatter is smaller relative to
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the angular spread of the beam. Also, as the cooling term is proportional to

emittance, there will be an equilibrium emittance below which heating, rather

than cooling, will occur, given by

εn(equilibrium) =
1

2m

13.62

LR

β⊥
βrel < dE

dz
>

. (4.10)

This is known as the equilibrium emittance.

4.1.2 Longitudinal Phase Space

In longitudinal phase space, stochastic effects in the energy loss (energy strag-

gling) lead to an increase in the energy spread of the beam, while the curvature

of the Bethe-Bloch relation leads to either a cooling or heating effect as muons

with lower energy will have a different energy loss to muons with higher energy.

Consider the longitudinal phase space coordinates (t, E) relative to the refer-

ence particle. Longitudinal emittance is given by

εn =
1

m

√
< E2 >< t2 > − < Et >2. (4.11)

The Bethe-Bloch curve tends to increase the energy spread for particles with

energy below minimum ionising and decrease the energy spread for particles with

energy above minimimum ionising. The change in the energy spread due to this

effect is given by
d < E2 >

dz
= 2

d

dE

dE

dz
< E2 > . (4.12)

The energy straggling distribution follows the Vlasov distribution [10]. This is

taken to be approximately Gaussian, so that variances add in quadrature; in

reality it is quite heavily skewed, as shown in Figure 4.1. The total change in

energy spread is then given by

d < E2 >

dz
=

(
2

d

dE

dE

dz

)
< E2 > +

(
d < E2 >

dz

)
V lasov

. (4.13)

The width of the Vlasov distribution is proportional to γ2, so that energy strag-

gling leads to more heating at higher energies.

The optimum energy for cooling is driven by a number of different require-

ments. Transverse cooling is stronger at lower energies, as is heating; the equi-

librium emittance is lower for higher energies. Longitudinal heating due to the

Bethe Bloch curve occurs at lower energies while heating due to energy strag-

gling is stronger at higher energies. Additional constraints may arise from the

focussing system. Typically, momenta around 200 MeV/c are considered for

ionisation cooling channels.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 4.1: (a) The Bethe-Bloch energy loss per unit length as a function of

muon energy in various materials [10] and (b) the Vavilov energy loss distribution

through a 350 mm liquid hydrogen absorber for various muon energies [31].

4.1.3 Emittance Exchange

So far the transverse and longitudinal phase spaces have been assumed to be

independent. This is true in a linear cooling channel, but when bending magnets

are included the two become coupled. As muons travel through the bend higher
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energy particles follow a higher radius path and the beam becomes wider. Six

dimensional emittance is conserved due to the energy-position correlation that

develops (dispersion).

By including a wedge-shaped absorber, particles with a larger energy pass

through a thicker portion of the wedge and so the energy spread is reduced.

This allows emittance to be moved from the longitudinal plane to the transverse

plane so that the beam remains above equilibrium emittance for longer allowing

enhanced cooling. This is known as emittance exchange.

4.2 Cooling Channel Schemes

Several different muon cooling channel schemes have been proposed. They can

be divided into linear cooling channels, that cool in transverse phase space only,

and emittance exchange schemes that cool both transversely and longitudinally.

4.2.1 Linear Cooling Channels

Two linear cooling channels based on liquid Hydrogen absorbers have been pro-

posed and one based on solid Lithium Hydride. The European scheme [11] relies

initially on 44 MHz cavities and later 88 MHz cavities providing 2 MV/m and 4

MV/m RF voltage, with transverse focussing provided by 2 T and 5 T solenoidal

fields respectively.

The US liquid Hydrogen cooling scheme takes advantage of micro-bunches

created by the phase rotation scheme to operate at 201.25 MHz [12]. This has the

advantage that a higher RF voltage can be used which decreases the overall cost

of the cooling channel. The US scheme employs the SFoFo (Super-Focussing-

Focussing) lattice with a peak field of 5 T. In the full cooling channel, the β

function is tapered. When the emittance is high, the lattice is designed to focus

less in the absorbers and more in the RF cavities to reduce scraping. As the

emittance is reduced, tighter focussing can be employed in the absorber resulting

in enhanced cooling. Overall, the channel has an equilibrium emittance of about

2 mm (transverse). This scheme is especially interesting as the MICE cooling

channel is based on a similar SFoFo lattice. The cooling channel performance is

shown in Figure 4.2.

The US Lithium Hydride scheme is more cost optimised and employs a much

simpler magnetic lattice [1]. Here, 2.8 T coils are placed between each RF cavity

with each coil carrying equal and opposite currents to its neighbour. This is

known as an alternating solenoid (aSol) lattice. While it provides less focussing

46



(a)

(b)

Figure 4.2: The cooling performance and transmission of the Feasibility Study

II linear cooling channel [12]. Longitudinal emittance is roughly constant, as

muons are lost from the RF bucket and contribute to scraping rather than causing

emittance growth. Transverse emittance is significantly reduced and for the tight

focussing in the final lattice approaches equilibrium at roughly 2 mm rad.

than the SFoFo lattice, there is no need for a coil to be placed round the outside of

the RF cavities so the device is cheaper. Each RF cavity is bounded by Lithium

Hydride windows coated with Beryllium that do the actual cooling. This scheme

provides a more moderate amount of cooling, with an equilibrium emittance of

about 5.5 π mm rad. It is significantly cheaper than the liquid Hydrogen scheme

and has been adopted as the baseline design for the ISS.
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4.2.2 Emittance Exchange Schemes

Several cooling schemes have been envisaged that take advantage of emittance

exchange, although none of them have been incorporated into a neutrino fac-

tory design. Three types of ring have been designed, distinguished by different

magnetic lattices. In addition, effort has been put into so-called “Guggenheim”

coolers and helical coolers.

The ring-based coolers use solenoidal focussing lattices as in the linear case.

Bending is provided by tilted solenoids [44] or FFAG magnets [45]. In all these

cases solenoidal focusing introduces a kinetic angular momentum into the system

that causes the dispersion to rotate between the ring’s radial and axial directions.

The wedges are then placed to absorb dispersion in the vertical direction i.e. so

that the wedge points downwards.

Ring coolers are generally cheaper as they do not require long linacs and

provide more cooling due to the emittance exchange. However, injection and

extraction is thought to be extremely difficult for the low radii typical of most

ring designs. Also for liquid Hydrogen wedges thermal heating due to the pas-

sage of the muon beam may be an issue. A Guggenheim cooler [46], where the

ring is stretched out into a helix, may solve these issues. In addition, such a

design would enable tapering of the beta function as in the case of linear cool-

ing channels, providing additional cooling. Although the cost benefit is lost and

additional magnetic shielding is required, such a system would have significantly

more cooling than a linear channel.

The final emittance exchange scheme that is envisaged is a so-called helical

cooling channel . The helical cooling channel is a linear channel made up of heli-

cally arranged dipoles wrapped in a solenoidal focussing field [47]. The reference

path is helical in this case, with reference particles of higher momentum having

a larger radius helix than reference particles of lower momentum. The higher

momentum particles will thus see a longer path length. Filling the channel with

absorbers or high pressure gas will cause emittance exchange to occur without

the need for complicated wedges. Beam stability is provided by the combined

solenoidal and dipole fields. The high pressure gas scheme is attractive as the

gas acts as an insulator in the cavities preventing breakdown, even at high mag-

netic fields. Testing of RF cavities filled with high pressure gas is in progress

and a significant improvement in achievable gradients has been observed with no

dependence on magnetic field while operating at high pressure [48].
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Chapter 5

The Muon Ionisation Cooling

Experiment

Ionisation cooling will be demonstrated for the first time by the Muon Ionisation

Cooling Experiment (MICE) [49]. MICE will measure the change in 6D emit-

tance over a single 5.5 m cooling cell. The MICE design is based on the US

liquid Hydrogen cooling scheme outlined above and is summarised more fully in

the MICE Technical Reference Document (TRD) [23]. Muons will be produced

from a target in the ISIS proton synchrotron and transported along a pion-muon

beamline into MICE. Muons pass through the cooling channel one by one. The

muons’ phase space coordinates will be measured by time of flight scintillators

(TOF 1 and 2) and scintillating fibre tracking detectors (SciFis or trackers) up-

stream and downstream of the cooling channel. Muons will be distinguished from

other particles in the beam using a combination of the spectrometers and the so-

called Particle Identification (PID) detectors, three time of flight walls (TOF 0,

1 and 2), a Cerenkov detector and an electron-muon calorimeter. The full MICE

design is shown in Figure 5.1.

5.1 Beamline

The MICE muon beamline, shown in Figure 5.2 provides a low intensity muon

beam for MICE. Pions will be transported from a target dipping into the fringe

of the ISIS proton beam, through a pion decay channel, into a muon transport

line and then into MICE. For efficient use of muons it is desirable to have a

reasonably good match between the transport beamline and the cooling channel,

with selection performed in analysis. Also, the beamline must suppress non-muon

events from entering the cooling channel.

The target consists of a 10 × 10 × 1 mm3 titanium cuboid. The cuboid will
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Figure 5.1: Cutaway view of MICE.[23].

Figure 5.2: Hall layout for the MICE beamline. Particles are transported from

the ISIS beamline in the top left to MICE in the bottom right [23].

50



Figure 5.3: On-axis field for step 6 in field flip mode. The SFoFo region is between

-2750 mm and +2750 mm [23].

be propelled into and withdrawn from the ISIS beamline by an electromagnetic

linear drive, taking protons only at the end of the acceleration cycle when the

proton energy is in the range 700-800 MeV.

Downstream of the target, pions are transported through a quadrupole triplet

and momentum selection dipole. Most pions decay in a 5 m long, 60 mm bore,

4 T solenoid. Beyond the solenoid remaining pions and protons are absorbed

in a thin plastic disc. Momentum selection of muons is achieved using a second

dipole before two quadrupole triplets transport them through the PID detectors

and into the first spectrometer solenoid. The muon beam optics are controlled

by the quadrupole triplets and additionally by a thin lead diffuser of variable

thickness that increases the muon beam emittance.

5.2 Cooling Channel

The MICE cooling channel is made up of three distinct components. Current

carrying coils provide transverse focussing, absorbers provide cooling and RF

cavities replace momentum lost in the absorbers.

51



zcentre Length Inner Radius Thickness Current

[mm] [mm] [mm] [mm] Density [A/mm2]

End2 -5951.5 110 258 68.2 142.492

Centre -5201 1294 258 22 146.9

End1 -4451.5 110 258 61.6 136.8

Match2 -4051.5 197 258 26.4 161.3

Match1 -3611 198 258 52.8 104.6115

Focus3 -2955 210 263 84 113.95

Focus2 -2545 210 263 84 -113.95

Coupling -1375 250 725 116 -96.21

Focus1 -205 210 263 84 -113.95

Focus1 205 210 263 84 113.95

Coupling 1375 250 725 116 96.21

Focus2 2545 210 263 84 113.95

Focus3 2955 210 263 84 -113.95

Match1 3611 198 258 52.8 -104.6115

Match2 4051.5 197 258 26.4 -161.3

End1 4451.5 110 258 61.6 -136.8

Centre 5201 1294 258 22 -146.9

End2 5951.5 110 258 68.2 -142.492

Table 5.1: Geometry for the MICE coils and currents operating in flip mode [50].

5.2.1 Magnetic Lattice

The MICE magnetic lattice is made up of 18 coils. The MICE coils are described

in Table 5.1 for the field flip configuration and the on-axis Bz is shown in Figure

5.3. Each spectrometer contains five coils. Three solenoid coils provide a constant

field for the MICE spectrometer and two matching coils match the beam from the

spectrometers into the cooling channel. Each of the three absorbers sits between

two focus coils. These focus the muon beam in the absorbers to provide optimal

cooling. At the centre of each RFCC module a single coupling coil creates the

second harmonic term in the field that make the MICE channel SFoFo. The

MICE coils are all superconducting with current densities between 16 and 140 A

mm−2.
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Figure 5.4: The MICE four-cavity RF assembly [23].

5.2.2 RF Cavities

The MICE linacs consist of four normal-conducting copper cavities approximately

430 mm in length and 610 mm in radius with a cross sectional profile shown in

Figure 5.4. There are several challenges in the construction and operation of the

MICE cavities.

The RF cavities operate at 201.25 MHz with a peak field of 8 MV/m. The

US scheme on which MICE is based phased the cavities at 50◦. Due to financial

constraints MICE will have insufficient power to replace all of the energy lost in

the absorbers while running in this mode. Instead, the full muon energy will be

replaced for muons that pass through the rf cavities on-crest. As there is no time

distribution in the incoming beam, muons at all phases will be sampled.

The cavities must have a large aperture in order to avoid significant scraping

from the high emittance beam. Hence 0.38 mm thick Beryllium windows are

used to electromagnetically seal the cavities to avoid a high shunt impedance.

These are nearly invisible to the muon beam. The windows have been designed

to prevent electromagnetic heating from buckling the windows.

Peak surface field is only 8 MV/m compared with the Kilpatrick limit of

around 15 MV/m. At full RF power the cavities are designed to operate near

to this limit and care must be taken to avoid breakdown. To this end, the

cavity walls are carefully cleaned and constructed non-parallel. Despite these

preparations, the Kilpatrick limit may be reduced in strong fields preventing the

RF cavities from operating at full power. A MICE-like RF cavity is under test

at Fermilab in order to understand the behaviour of the breakdown limit in the
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Figure 5.5: A liquid Hydrogen absorber. Focus coils and absorber windows are

shown in red. Other colours depict cooling apparatus and supports [23].

presence of intense solenoidal fields. Tests at 805 MHz show reduction by a factor

2 [22].

Even without breakdown, electrons stripped from the cavities by the strong

electric fields (dark currents) will be accelerated through MICE into the absorber

modules. Most of these electrons should stop in the absorbers, but secondary

x-rays may be transported through the absorbers into detector systems. It is

expected that this will not degrade SciFi performance, but the effect on the

TOFs is an area of active research.

5.2.3 Absorbers

The baseline MICE absorber consists of a 21 litre, 350 mm long liquid Hydrogen

vessel sealed with a pair of curved, cylindrically symmetric aluminium windows

at each end and cooled using cryocoolers, as shown in Figure 5.5. The absorber

is removable, so that different materials may be used. For example, solid ab-

sorbers constructed from materials such as Lithium Hydride may replace the

liquid Hydrogen absorbers.

The absorber windows are curved so that they can withstand a higher pressure

than cylindrical windows, enabling a much thinner construction. A second safety
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window is placed in front of the first to prevent Hydrogen leakage in the event of

a failure of the absorber windows. A 2400 litre volume between the two windows,

normally in vacuum, provides a safety buffer for any leaking Hydrogen.

5.3 Detectors

The detectors measure muon phase space coordinates and eliminate non-muons

from the beam. Measurement of phase space coordinates is provided by a TOF

and SciFi at either end of the MICE channel. Upstream particle identification

is provided by the upstream TOF and SciFi in addition to a threshold Cerenkov

detector and another TOF. Downstream particle identification is provided by the

downstream TOF and SciFi in addition to an electron-muon calorimeter.

5.3.1 MICE Trackers

A SciFi tracking detector sits on each end of the cooling channel to measure

the momentum and position of each particle as it passes through MICE [54].

Each tracker is made up of five stations of scintillating fibres seperated by several

centimetres where the position of the muons are measured. By examining the

helical track of the muon as it passes through the solenoidal field, the muon

momentum and position can be reconstructed at a plane at the inside edge of

each tracker.

Each station contains three planes of fibres with threefold rotational symme-

try, to give a stereo view of the position of each muon hit. The third plane is

redundant but provides additional data to refine the space point resolution. The

350 µm scintillating fibres are bundled into groups of seven, which are then con-

nected to light guides which are read out by cryogenically cooled Visible Light

Photon Counters (VLPCs). The VLPCs provide photomultiplication and are

subsequently read out to Data Aquisition (DAQ) electronics.

Tracks are reconstructed using a Kalman filter that seeks to minimise the

mean square difference between the measured position of hits and the position

of hits on a helical path characteristic of a muon in a constant field. The helix

is modified to account for energy loss on traversing fibre planes. Position and

momentum resolution is effected by the space point resolution of the stations and

multiple scattering in the fibre material.

A detailed simulation has been performed of the MICE tracker using measured

values for parameters such as light yield and a detailed knowledge of tracker

geometry. In table 5.2 the resolution of the tracker in kinetic phase space variables
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Figure 5.6: Transverse phase space residuals in the MICE tracker [54].
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Figure 5.7: Correlations between truth and standard deviation errors of longitu-

dinal and transverse momentum in the MICE tracker[54].
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ui σ(dui)

x [mm] 0.54

y [mm] 0.44

px [MeV/c] 2.05

py [MeV/c] 1.52

E [MeV] 3.49

Table 5.2: The standard deviation of the residual in kinetic phase space variable

ui for an input beam at equilibrium emittance passing through the upstream

tracker [54].

Figure 5.8: Diagram of one of the TOF stations. Plastic scintillator bars lie across

the beamline with PMTs at either end. Vertical bars lie behind the horizontal

ones [23].

is listed for a beam with 2.5 mm transverse emittance, β⊥ of 333 mm, α of 0,

mean momentum of 200 MeV/c and angular momentum characteristic of a 4 T

field. The residual distributions in the transverse phase space variables are shown

in Figure 5.6.

There is a strong correlation between longitudinal and transverse phase space

coordinates. Muons with a small divergence will follow a straight track. In this

case the pz resolution is more sensitive to space point resolution and multiple

scattering, resulting in a worse momentum resolution. The relation between

longitudinal and transverse momentum resolution is shown in Figure 5.7.
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5.3.2 TOFs

The time relative to the RF phase at which muons pass through MICE will be

measured by a pair of TOF stations, TOF 1 and TOF 2. A diagram of one of the

TOF stations is shown in Figure 5.8 [23]. The TOFs are each constructed from

two planes of four plastic scintillator bars placed across the beamline. Muons

cause the plastic to scintillate on travelling through the bars. The scintillation

light passes into photomultiplier tubes and out to a DAQ system.

Each TOF plane provides 90 ps resolution. By taking an average measurement

between the two, it is hoped to achieve a timing resolution of 70 ps at each station.

Sources of error come from the crossing time of the muon and the response of the

PMTs and DAQ. Care must be taken to ensure that environmental variations do

not introduce significant variations in the transit time along cables. In addition,

PMTs are sensitive to the fringe field of the spectometer solenoids necessitating

magnetic shielding around the PMTs.

5.3.3 Upstream PID

Upstream of MICE it is necessary to reject beam impurities using a selection of

PID detectors. Simulations of the beamline indicate that a relatively pure muon

beam will be delivered into the upstream spectrometer. The primary background

comes from stray pions. These are likely to decay to muons in the cooling channel

which will appear as excess heating. Stray electrons which travel into MICE are

likely to either scrape out of the channel or be rejected by downstream PID,

appearing as a negligible excess of scraping. Upstream PID will be provided by

TOF 0, TOF 1 and a pair of threshold Cerenkov counters.

The two TOFs are used to calculate the axial velocity of particles passing

through them. By comparing the velocity with the momentum measured in the

spectrometer, it should be possible to reject most pions. The mass reconstruction

achieved by a TOF-tracker comparison is plotted against the momentum mea-

sured in the tracker in Figure 5.9 and a clear separation is visible. In addition,

good electron separation will be provided by the TOFs.

The threshold Cerenkov detectors use the phenomenon of Cerenkov radiation

[10] to discern between pions and muons in the high momentum region of MICE

where TOF PID is more sensitive to detector resolutions as the particle time of

flight is closer to the time measurement resolution. Particles travelling through

a dielectric medium polarise atoms in the medium which emit radiation. If the

particles are travelling faster than the speed of light in the medium, the radiation

interferes constructively and can be measured. In MICE, two planes of aerogel
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Figure 5.9: Reconstructed mass as a function of reconstructed momentum for

pions and muons using the upstream MICE SciFi and TOFs [52].

(a)(b)

Figure 5.10: Expected photon yield for the two Cerenkov detectors: (a) n=1.07

(b) n=1.12 [51].
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Figure 5.11: Best values for efficiency and purity of the beam after PID by the

downstream PID system [53].

are used with different refractive indices of 1.07 and 1.12. The expected photon

yield from the aerogel is shown in Figure 5.10 as a function of particle momentum

for muons and pions. Particles that trigger only the second Cerenkov detector

with momenta below 280 MeV/c are muons. Particles that trigger both detectors

and have a momentum below 360 MeV/c are also muons.

5.3.4 Downstream PID

In MICE, roughly 1% of muons decay over the course of the cooling channel and

these decays must be identified. In addition care must be taken not to reject

muons as this may bias the cooling measurement. Downstream PID is achieved

primarily by examining the time of flight between TOF I and TOF II. In addition,

an electron-muon calorimeter (EMCAL) has been devised to provide separation

of electron and muons downstream.

Decay electrons effectively travel at the speed of light, c, whereas muon ve-

locities lie in the range 0.8c to 0.9c. This enables good separation of muons from

electrons in MICE by comparing the velocity calculated in TOF 1 and TOF 2

with the momentum measured in the downstream spectrometers, unless muons

decay near to TOF 2 or electrons suffer strong deflection in the magnetic fields. In

the case that this system fails, additional separation is provided by the EMCAL.

Here, the energy loss characteristics of particles in lead interspersed with plastic

scintillator is used to distinguish between muons and electrons. The simulated

downstream PID detector performance is summarised in Figure 5.11.
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Figure 5.12: Domains in G4MICE. Domains can use libraries below them in the

diagram if they, or their children, are connected. Package managers, responsible

for ensuring that code is appropriately tested and documented in each domain,

are shown in italics.

5.4 MICE Software Tools

Simulation, reconstruction and analysis of the MICE channel and detectors is

performed using the G4MICE software package. Simulation in G4MICE is based

on GEANT4 [55], a tracking and physics process modelling package. Reconstruc-

tion is based around the Kalman linear fitting package [57]. The beamline will

be simulated using G4Beamline [58], also based on GEANT4, and Decay Turtle,

a third order beam optics package [59]. In addition, the ICOOL software package

[60] [61] is used occasionally for simulating MICE and also in the simulation of

other Neutrino Factory components.

5.4.1 G4MICE Framework

G4MICE uses an object oriented methodology based on C++ that enables differ-

ent areas of the software to be developed in parallel and independently of other

development and in principle can support a very large number of developers si-

multaneously. The package is divided up into several different domains shown
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in Figure 5.12. Each domain is compiled as a separate library enabling a faster

compile and test cycle.

User Interface

The Interface, Calib, Config, RealData, Persist and Visualisation packages handle

input control variables, input geometry information and tracking data between

different modules. Run control is handled by a datacard text file that controls

global data and MiceModule text files that handle geometry and object specific

data. Experimental data will be handled by the RealData package. Graphical

visualisation of the experiment is performed by the Visualisation package.

Simulation

The BeamTools, EngModel, DetModel and Simulation packages control simula-

tion of particles through MICE. BeamTools models solenoids, quadrupoles and

RF fields. EngModel handles modelling of physical volumes. DetModel handles

modelling of detector volumes and controls the data that is output for simulation

of the detector response. Simulation controls the interface with GEANT4 for run

control, physical processes and tracking.

Detector Response

The DetResp package handles simulation of the detectors and electronics based

on tracking information from the Simulation module. For example, information

on the energy deposited in the TOFs from the tracking simulation is used to

model the photon yield and calculate the electronics response.

Reconstruction

The Recon package uses information either from DetResp or from experimental

data to reconstruct particle tracks and other data for analysis. For example, the

electronics response modelled in DetResp can be used to calculate space point hits

in the SciFi and these hits combined to calculate track momentum and position

at some plane perpendicular to the z axis.

Beam Analysis

The Optics and Analysis packages provide a library for calculating beam pa-

rameters from the electromagnetic fields and output particle tracks respectively.

The Optics package calculates first order transfer maps in quadrupole, solenoid

and RF fields as well as modelling energy loss and multiple scattering effects in
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materials. Either covariance matrices or single particles can be transported. In

addition, a quick, simplistic single particle transport algorithm has been imple-

mented by integration of the equations of motion.

Applications

The Applications package provides a convenient framework to write user-defined

applications using the G4MICE libraries. Users can select which libraries are

included in the application, leaving the compiler blind to other libraries improving

the time taken to compile and execute applications.

5.4.2 Other Software Packages

G4Beamline provides a simple simulation for the tracking of particles through an

accelerator system. It is not used for the MICE channel as it does not provide the

level of sophistication and detector simulation required for the MICE simulation.

On the other hand, it provides a user friendly interface that allows swift redesign

convenient for the beamline simulation.

ICOOL operates on a similar principle to G4Beamline, also offering a rela-

tively user friendly interface for particle tracking through an arbritrary acceler-

ator system. ICOOL is based on a modified version of GEANT3. The software

also comes with a built-in beam analysis tool, ECALC9, which calculates several

beam parameters of interest. ICOOL has the advantage that it has been used for

software simulation for several years and is well tested.

5.5 Operation of MICE

MICE will be constructed in 6 steps to enable calibration of components. The

MICE steps are shown in Figure 5.13. In the first step, the PID detectors will be

calibrated and the beamline will be commissioned. Subsequently the first spec-

trometer will be placed in the beamline enabling the match quality between the

beamline and the MICE channel to be optimised. In step 3 the second spectrom-

eter will be placed in the beamline enabling calibration of the two detectors by

comparing measurements of particles travelling between them. The first cooling

measurement will be made in step 4, where the first Absorber and Focus Coil

(AFC) module will be placed between the two spectrometers. This is expected to

be the first observation of ionisation cooling. In step 5 a half cell of the cooling

channel will be constructed. A RF and Coupling Coil (RFCC) module will be

placed between two AFC modules enabling a study of longitudinal and transverse
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Figure 5.13: The 6 steps of MICE. Initial steps are for calibration of cooling

channel elements. Cooling will be demonstrated in later steps [23].
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beam dynamics. Step 6 will be made up of three AFC modules and two RFCC

modules.

Step 6 will operate at central momenta between 140 and 240 MeV/c over an

emittance range between 10 mm and 2.5 mm, which is roughly the equilibrium

emittance for MICE running with a β function of 420 mm in the absorbers. The β

function in the absorbers will be varied between 70 mm and 420 mm by changing

the coil currents and muon momenta with suitable input beam parameters to

control the amount of cooling achieved.

In this thesis, Step 6 will be considered in detail with currents set in flip mode,

central momenta of 200 MeV/c and a β function in the absorbers of 420 mm.

This will be used as an example of the simulation of MICE to examine simulation

performance, cooling performance and measurement errors.
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Chapter 6

G4MICE Field Modelling Library

Three libraries have been written within the G4MICE framework for simulating

and studying beam dynamics in MICE. In this chapter the BeamTools library is

discussed. The BeamTools library generates RF cavity, quadrupole and solenoid

fields for use by the GEANT4 stepping algorithms and the G4MICE Optics and

Analysis libraries.

The BeamTools package is made up of several classes that provide utilities

such as field placements and phasing and several classes that calculate the actual

fields. The solenoid and magnetic field map components were originally written

by Daniel Elvira. The quadrupole component was originally written by Tom

Roberts. However, the code has been largely rewritten by the author of this

thesis to make the code maintainable and reliable.

6.1 Object Oriented Approach

A Unified Modelling Language (UML) [56] diagram displaying the classes in

the BeamTools library and important external classes is shown in Figure 6.1.

Classes are abstract representations of objects in G4MICE. So, for example, a

BTSolenoid class is an abstract representation of a current carrying coil, which

can be instantiated as a specific object with parameters such as current density,

length and thickness.

The BeamTools package has been written with an object oriented approach in

mind to make the library robust and easily extended. The class structure enables

new types of field to be added with minimal knowledge of the library’s structure

and minimal interference in the workings of existing objects.
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Figure 6.1: A UML diagram of the BeamTools package. Classes external to

BeamTools are shown in italics.

6.1.1 BTField

The BTField class provides an Abstract Data Type (ADT) from which all other

field types in the library inherit. The BTField is said to be the parent class, while

other field types are said to be the child classes. Children inherit many of the

parent’s properties. This enables other objects to interface with a generic field

object without knowing what type of field is being used. For example, any class

that requires the field value from a BTField can call BTField::GetFieldValue,

without knowing whether the object is a BTSolenoid, BTPillBox or some other

type of field. The relevant function in the child object will be called automatically

unless the function is not defined, in which case the parent function is called

instead.

6.1.2 BTFieldGroup

The BTFieldGroup provides a good example of the convenience of this abstrac-

tion. This class is used to place fields and is itself a BTField, so can be placed

within a BTFieldGroup. Without the ADT it would be necessary to write code

for each field type to place fields, recover field values and perform other oper-

ations. Under this framework it is only necessary to write code once and any

additional field types that are required can be added with ease.
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6.1.3 BTFieldConstructor

The BTFieldConstructor is a BTFieldGroup that provides an interface between

the user commands, GEANT4 and BeamTools. The BTFieldConstructor con-

verts the user-supplied placement information in the MiceModule into a BT-

FieldGroup and then passes this information to GEANT4.

6.2 Solenoids

Transverse focussing in MICE is provided by solenoids so accurate simulation is

important. Several different algorithms have been proposed for the calculation of

the field produced by solenoids [63]. In G4MICE, solenoid coils are represented by

a number of infinitely thin current carrying cylindrical surfaces distributed evenly

through the coil volume. The simulation model will eventually be compared with

measurements of the solenoid fields.

To improve processing speed the field is by default calculated at a number of

points on a rectangular grid in (r, z), and then calculated at a general position by

interpolation between grid points. There is no θ dependence due to the cylindrical

symmetry of the problem. In addition, the grid can be generated by an external

program and read into G4MICE or the field can be calculated directly from the

sheets with a significant increase in processing time.

6.2.1 Sheet Model

A schematic of the sheet model is shown in Figure 6.2. The field from a single

current sheet of length 2L and radius a at some point (r, z) is given by [62] [63]

Bz(r, z) = bz(r, z + L)− bz(r, z − L), (6.1)

Br(r, z) = br(r, z − L)− br(r, z + L), (6.2)

where

bz(r, z) =
µ0I

′

π

za

ζ(a + r)

[
K(k) +

(a− r)

2a
(Π(k, c)−K(k))

]
, (6.3)

br(r, z) =
µ0I

′

π

ζ

4r

[
2(K(k)− E(k))− k2K(k)]. (6.4)

Here

k =

√
4ar

(a + r)2 + z2
, (6.5)

ζ =
√

(a + r)2 + z2, (6.6)

c = − 4ar

(a + r)2
, (6.7)
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Figure 6.2: Schematic of a solenoid of thickness t and current density J con-

structed from n current sheets. Sheets are separated from the inner and outer

radius by t/2n and from each other by t/n. Each sheet is simulated with a current

density of J/n.
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and K, E and Π are complete elliptic integrals.

The field is identical to the field from a solenoid with finite thickness and a

constant current density in the limit that the number of sheets tends to infinity.

6.2.2 Model Accuracy

Errors in this model arise from three sources: firstly, close to the sheet the field

given above becomes singular; secondly if few sheets are used the field will be

quite different to the field generated with a large number of sheets; and thirdly

the interpolation will introduce an error on the field calculation. The error arising

from these sources is examined for a single MICE focus coil, with length 210 mm,

inner radius 260 mm, thickness 84 mm and carrying a current density of 113.95

A/mm2.

The analytical value of the field strength close to a current sheet is examined

in Figure 6.3. It will be noted that the field is convergent up to a fraction of

a micron from the current sheet, when the calculation becomes divergent. This

necessitates care when choosing grid coordinates.

In Figure 6.4 is shown the maximum discrepancy between the field calculated

with a few sheets and the field calculated with 100 sheets within the Focus Coil

bore, here taken to be 200 mm. This gives a good estimate of the maximum

error introduced by using fewer sheets. As the calculation of fields is usually only

made once, it is sufficient to set the number of sheets such that this maximum

error is well below the error introduced by the interpolation algorithm.

In addition the error in the calculation of the on-axis field is shown. As shown

above, the on-axis field is important in beam optics calculations. In this case,

it is sufficient to set the number of sheets such that the maximum error is well

below the change in field over a step in any numerical integration of the transfer

map.

6.2.3 Grid Interpolation Algorithm

The solenoid field is interpolated from a pair of two dimensional grids Bz(ri, zj)

and Br(ri, zj); Bφ = 0 due to the symmetry of the problem. A third order

polynomial fit is applied on the z-axis to determine the field at (ri, z) and (rj, z).

A linear interpolation is applied across r to determine the field at (r, z).

The accuracy of this fit is found by comparing the analytical value of the field

strength with the interpolated value. The grid spacing was held fixed at 0.25 mm

in z and varied in r; and held fixed at 0.25 mm in r and varied in z. The result

is shown in figure 6.5. Here the field was measured randomly at 10000 points
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6.3: The axial field as a function of distance from the sheet: (a) outside

of the sheet; (b) inside of the sheet.
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Figure 6.4: The maximum error in the field calculation as a function of the

number of sheets used: (o) Br(r, z); (*) Bz(r, z); (+) Bz(0, z).

within a region extending 500 mm from the coil centre in z and 200 mm from

the coil centre in r for each of the grid spacings; the error is taken as the mean

of the difference between the analytical value and the true value. The field map

is chosen to have a length of 4800 mm and a radius of 550 mm.

Figure 6.5: The mean errors on field components as a function of grid spacing:

(o) Br against r; (x) Bz against r (*) Br against z (+) Bz against z
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6.3 RF Model

The MICE RF cavities operate in the TM010 mode. Two methods for simulating

the fields are available: firstly, the field can be calculated using the analytical

model for a pill box standing wave: secondly, the field can be interpolated from

a cylindrically symmetric field map.

6.3.1 Pill Box Fields

The field is calculated using the analytical solution for a standing wave in a

cylindrical pill box cavity [34],

Ez = EmaxJ0(2.405
r

rcav

)sin(ωt− φref ), (6.8)

Bθ =
Emax

c
J1(2.405

r

rcav

)cos(ωt− φref ), (6.9)

with all other field components 0. Here Emax is the peak electric field, J0 and J1

are Bessel functions, ω is the angular frequency of the RF cavity and φref is the

phase of the reference trajectory.

It is also possible to set the cavities to give an accelerating electrostatic field

across the pill box. This is non-physical as such high field gradients would cause

sparking across the cavity, but provides a convenient model for the occasions

where precise phasing and beam dynamics are not important.

6.3.2 RF Field Maps

The RF cavities in MICE are built with non-parallel sides to reduce break down.

Thin Beryllium windows enable a larger aperture, so less scraping, without per-

turbing the RF field. These effects cause aberrations in the electric field away

from the pill box model. As an alternative to the analytical model, field maps

generated in SuperFish [64] can be used in MICE. As in the case of solenoids,

these field maps use a linear interpolation in r and a third order polynomial fit

in z to calculate the fields away from the grid points.

The geometry and fields of the pill box and MICE cavities are shown in Figure

6.6, as generated in SuperFish. There are four such cavities in each of the MICE

RFCC modules.

The accuracy of the fit was found by generating electromagnetic fields on a

rectangular grid with grid spacing varied in r and z. The error on the interpo-

lation was found by comparing this to a fit against a field generated on a grid

with spacings of 0.02 mm in z and 0.15 mm in r. The grid spacing was varied in

r keeping the z spacing constant and in z keeping the r spacing constant. Note
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Figure 6.6: A rectangular pill box cavity and a realistic MICE RF cavity gener-

ated by SuperFish.

that the field was generated in SuperFish using a triangular mesh with spacings

of approximately 2 mm, and at finer granularity SuperFish applies some inter-

polation of its own, so at fine granularities the accuracy of the G4MICE fit to

the SuperFish fit is shown rather than the fields per se. The fitting accuracy is

shown in Figure 6.7.

Figure 6.7: The mean errors on electric field components as a function of grid

spacing: (o) Er against r;(x) Ez against r; (*) Er against z; (+) Ez against z.
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6.3.3 Phasing

RF cavities can have their synchronous phase set either by the user, or by use of a

reference particle. In the latter case, this is achieved by the following algorithm:

1. The cavity phase is set to some arbitrary value.

2. The time and energy of the reference particle is recorded at the upstream

edge of the cavity.

3. The reference particle is passed through the RF cavity once with an elec-

trostatic field.

4. The cavity phase is set to the time at which the reference particle passes

through the cavity centre.

5. If the difference between the old phase and the new phase lies within some

user-defined phasing tolerance, the cavity phase is left at this value.

6. If it lies outside the tolerance, the reference particle is fired again from the

start of the cavity, with the phase set at the value from 3.

7. Step 3 to 5 are repeated until the cavity phase lies within the user-defined

tolerance.

The phase of the cavity is observed to reach machine precision very quickly,

typically within 3 or 4 iterations. This is perhaps to be expected. The conver-

gence of the phasing is governed by the transit time of the muon across the cavity

and the velocity change of the muon. If the muon crosses the cavity very quickly

relative to the RF frequency, then the cavity field will be approximately constant.

If the velocity change of the muon is small, then the effect of the change in the

cavity field as the muon crosses the cavity will have a negligible effect on the time

at which the muon reaches the cavity centre. In the case of MICE, the cavity

passes through about a fifth of an RF cycle during the transit of a muon, but the

muon velocity changes by only 1% in the cavity. Even if the muon is completely

out of phase initially, the first estimate of the RF phase of the cavity will only be

erroneous by 1%, and so subsequent estimates are likely to be highly accurate.

6.4 Quadrupoles

The aim of G4MICE is to simulate the MICE detectors and the components in

between. Although the cooling channel itself is made up of solenoids, the muon
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beamline contains quadrupoles. In order to simulate the combined particle iden-

tification performance of TOF0, TOF1 and the Cerenkov detector, it is necessary

to track particles through the quadrupole fields. Two models are presented in

G4MICE; under the hard edged model, fringe fields are taken to be negligible

while under the Enge model, fringe fields are modelled using a fit of the form [30]

F (z) =
1

1 + exp
[
Σai(z/D)i

] (6.10)

where D is the aperture of the quadrupoles and an are fit parameters. The field

gradient of the quadrupoles is shown in Figure 6.8 for the default parameters in

G4MICE. These parameters were originally measured from the Positron Electron

Project (PEP) quadrupoles [30]. The measurement of these fringe field parame-

ters has been proposed for the MICE beamline quadrupoles.

Figure 6.8: Field gradient for the default fringe field parameters, normalised to

1.

6.5 Field Tracking Performance

The tracking performance of the various field components is now examined by

comparing tracking performed with a very fine map and tracking performed with

maps of varying granularity. For these purposes there will be no material present

in the cooling channel.
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6.5.1 Solenoid Grid Size

In solenoids, the dominant error is usually chosen to be the grid size. Requiring a

finer field map slows the processing on each track while requiring a larger number

of sheets only slows the processing during the generation of the field map. As the

field map can be reused, this is not expected to be a significant factor in tracking

performance.

To study the effect of grid size on tracking accuracy, a bunch of 1000 particles

was tracked through the MICE Step 6 fields from z = −5500 mm to z = 5500

mm, where z = 0mm corresponds to the centre of the central absorber. This

point was chosen as it is well inside the constant field region of the solenoid. The

beam was chosen so that β is constant through the tracker solenoid field and

matched to the SFoFo lattice.

The number of points in the field grid of each solenoid was varied for r and

z. The radial position and transverse momenta of each track was compared with

the radial position and transverse momenta of tracks with 250 and 500 points

in r and z respectively. In Figure 6.9 the mean of the difference in r and pt,

momentum transverse to the beam axis, is shown.

For tracking in MICE, the error is required to be significantly smaller than

the experimental resolution. The tracker resolution is 0.5 mm in x, 0.4 mm in y,

2.0 MeV/c in px and 1.5 MeV/c in py. By choosing to use 100 grid points in z

and 150 grid points in r for each solenoid, the error introduced by the solenoid

grid is constrained to be significantly less that 10−2 mm and 10−2 MeV. This

grid spacing is equivalent to a 32 mm spacing in z and a 5.5 mm spacing in r

for the focus coil outlined above, indicating that errors of order 10−3 in ~B give

an appropriate tracking accuracy and 10 sheets or greater should be used in the

generation of field maps.

6.5.2 RF Grid Size

In RF cavities, the only source of error arises from the choice of grid size. The

effect of the grid size on tracking was studied in a similar manner to that of

solenoid grid size above and the results are shown for transverse and longitudinal

phase space variables in Figures 6.10 and 6.11.

As the RF field affects both longitudinal and transverse phase space, the

bunch was chosen to have a standard deviation of 10 MeV and 0.3 ns. These

values are smaller than those seen in a Neutrino Factory front end, but muons at

larger amplitudes that sit outside the RF bucket are not of interest in the study

of cooling. The cavities were simulated running on-crest as this is the MICE
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6.9: Mean difference in (a) r and (b) pt as a function of number of grid

points on each solenoid: (o) number of grid points in r; (x) number of grid points

in z.
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baseline mode and the mode where cavities will affect the tracking of the bunch

to the greatest extent. In this mode it is not possible to match the longitudinal

phase space; instead the bunch was chosen to initially have no correlation between

energy and time.

Again the RF grid size was varied. In this case the error in energy, time,

transverse momentum and transverse position were examined by comparison with

tracking performed with an RF field map with 2000 points in z and 400 points

in r. The field map had a radius of 608 mm and a length of 448 mm.

The energy resolution of the tracker is 3.5 MeV and the time resolution of

the Time Of Flight counters is 70 ps. Relative to the experimental resolution,

the dominant error is in r where 100 radial grid points and 500 longitudinal grid

points give errors an order of magnitude less than the tracker resolution.

6.6 GEANT4 Stepping

The computational model used by GEANT4 is described in the GEANT4 user

manual [65]. An experiment is represented in GEANT4 as a series of volumes

made up of a particular material. Tracking is performed by integrating the equa-

tions of motion numerically for each muon. GEANT4 terminates the step if a

process takes effect, such as multiple scattering or particle decay, or if a track

passes through a volume boundary. If a track intersects a volume boundary, the

position of the track is estimated at the boundary of the volume and stepping

continues within the new volume.

GEANT4 offers three principal parameters to set the tracking accuracy: DeltaOn-

eStep; DeltaIntersection; and the Miss Distance. These set the error on a step

within a volume, the error on stepping into a new volume and the error on the

calculation of whether a track clips another volume.

Integration Error

The parameter DeltaOneStep, denoted δ1, is used by GEANT4 to determine the

error on a single step within a volume. The default tracking algorithm uses fourth

order Runge Kutta numerical integration of the equations of motion. The error

on a step is estimated using a Richardson extrapolation [66]. The estimated er-

ror on the position and momentum vectors, dq and dp, are required to obey

dq2 < ε2
q and dp2 < ε2

p where (εq, εp) are the allowed error on a step, related to

δ1 by (εq, εp) = (δ1, δ1/hstep) where hstep is the initial estimate for the step length

used. Additional parameters EpsilonMax and EpsilonMin limit the maximum

and minimum allowed values of εerr. GEANT4 will shorten its step length until
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6.10: Tracking error in (a) r (b) pt as a function of number of grid points

in each RF cavity: (o) number of grid points in r; (x) number of grid points in z.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6.11: Tracking error in longitudinal phase space variables (a) t (b) E as a

function of number of grid points in each RF cavity: (o) number of grid points

in r; (x) number of grid points in z.
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errors obey these requirements. If GEANT4 cannot step with the accuracy re-

quired by εerr after 100 iterations, it performs a step with the step length at the

last iteration.

Other numerical integration algorithms have been implemented that offer

varying levels of performance. In general, higher order integration offers bet-

ter performance in slowly changing fields. In all cases errors are estimated using

a Richardson extrapolation [67] and limited by the same constraints outlined

above. In this thesis, numerical integration will be performed using the fourth

order Runge Kutta algorithm only.

DeltaIntersection

When a track is found to have crossed a boundary, the position of the track end

point at the material boundary is estimated with an accuracy determined by the

parameter deltaIntersection. A smaller parameter value makes the estimation of

the position on the material boundary more accurate.

Miss Distance

When GEANT4 calculates whether a track has crossed a material boundary, it

approximates the trajectory as a straight line between the start and end points

and examines whether this straight line has crossed any boundary. The maximum

distance between the true path and linear interpolation is known as the miss

distance. A small miss distance improves the estimation of volume boundaries

where tracks clip the corner of a volume. It also decreases the step length.

In MICE, tracks are not expected to clip very often. Volume boundaries are

approximately perpendicular to the beamline except at the scraping aperture.

The dominant effect of the Miss Distance parameter is then expected to be to

limit the step size.

6.6.1 Stepping Accuracy

The behaviour of GEANT4 tracking is shown in Figure 6.12 for the position

and time of muons tracked through the MICE Step VI fields. The full MICE

cooling channel representation was used, but with all materials set to vacuum.

In this way an accurate representation of the volume boundaries is used without

material processes interfering with the tracking. It should be noted that in this

case multiple scattering off of the MICE vacuum, which is modelled with small

but finite density, limits the maximum step length to a few centimetres.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6.12: Accuracy of (a) r (b) t against GEANT4 parameters after track-

ing through the MICE fields. All other parameters were held constant while

the following parameters were varied: (x) deltaOneStep; (o) missDistance; (+)

deltaIntersection.
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A matched beam was tracked through the MICE fields and deltaOneStep was

varied in steps of a factor
√

10 with epsilonMin set to 10−10 and epsilonMax set

to 1010. DeltaIntersection and missDistance were set to 10. The error introduced

during tracking was calculated by taking the difference between the position of a

muon tracked from -5500 mm to 5500 mm with a particular value of deltaOneStep

and the position tracked for the next smallest value of deltaOneStep. So, for

example, r was calculated for deltaOneStep set to 10 and deltaOneStep set to
√

10 and the RMS of the difference was used to estimate the error on the stepping.

This procedure was followed for each step size in order to estimate the stepping

error. 1000 muons were tracked through the MICE apparatus. 100 muons were

used to estimate the RMS value of dr and the tracking error was calculated for

the other 900 muons with a cut at 10 RMS on dr to remove outliers.

The behaviour is shown in Figure 6.12 and the stepping does not converge

in a straight forward manner. This behaviour was found to be independent of

deltaIntersection, but highly dependent on missDistance. A small value of miss-

Distance tends to limit the error on tracking for larger values of deltaOneStep;

while for small values of deltaOneStep and missDistance, the same behaviour was

observed as shown in Figure 6.12.

Similar plots are shown for the parameters missDistance and deltaIntersection.

MissDistance and deltaOneStep were set to large values and then one or the other

was varied. As before the error was calculated by comparing muons tracked with

different precision. In these cases the tracking error converges, although the

missDistance tracking error is not monotonic. The dominant error is once more

in r, where values of deltaIntersection less than 1e-4 and missDistance less than

3e-4 give tracking errors of order 10 microns.

In order to understand the dependency of the stepping accuracy of δ1 on

missDistance, the procedure outlined above was repeated for several different

values of missDistance. Results are shown in Figure 6.13. In this case, each

point represents only 100 muons. DeltaIntersection was set to a 10−4 for this

simulation. DeltaOneStep is seen to be quite dependent on the missDistance,

but there is no evidence of convergence for different values of deltaOneStep.

6.7 Summary

The field model of the RF fields, solenoids and quadrupoles in G4MICE have

been detailed. The tracking performance has been studied compared to the grid

size of the solenoid field map, RF field map and various tracking parameters. The

tracking parameters that give tracking performance much less than the detector
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Figure 6.13: Accuracy of r as a function of deltaOneStep for different values of

missDistance.
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Parameter Value

Solenoid number of sheets 10

Solenoid number of Z points 100

Solenoid number of R points 150

RF number of Z points 2000

RF number of R points 400

DeltaOneStep 3∗

DeltaIntersection 1e-4

MissDistance 3e-4

Table 6.1: Tracking parameter settings for tracking errors less than 10 microns.
∗ Convergence not found for DeltaOneStep.

resolution are listed in table 6.1. In all cases, the dominant error is in r, where

results are shown for tracking errors to accuracies of approximately 10 microns.
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Chapter 7

MICE Beam Dynamics

MICE employs an SFoFo lattice to provide transverse focusing in the cooling

channel. A linear transport code has been developed that takes advantage of the

G4MICE field modelling library to transport points in phase space and covariance

matrices. The code is used here to find beams matched to the lattice and to study

linear resonances. The results are compared with tracking through G4MICE

using integration through the field maps.

7.1 Optics Package

The components of the G4MICE optics package are displayed in Figure 7.1.

Points in phase space are represented by the class PhaseSpaceVector, which uses

the CLHEP three and four vector classes to store the momentum, position, four-

vector potential and electromagnetic fields. Probability distributions are repre-

sented by the class CovarianceMatrix, which stores the second moment matrix

and mean of the distribution. Functions are provided to calculate the canon-

ical and kinetic covariance matrices, Twiss parameters, angular momenta and

emittances.

The TransferMap class stores the transport matrix and has the methods nec-

essary to transport particles. Covariance matrices are transported using the

relationship discussed in Chapter 3,

Vfin = M2V
inMT

2 . (7.1)

The transfer map is calculated by the TransferMapCalculator class by integration

of the transport matrix through the solenoid field. The integration is performed

using the GNU Scientific Library (GSL) implementation of fourth order Runge

Kutta with adaptive step size [68].

The Material class calculates the change in the covariance matrix and the
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OpticsModel

BA

A B

A B B inherits from A

B belongs to A

B is associated with A

CovarianceMatrix

Material

PhaseSpaceVector

TransferMap

TransportManager

TransferMapCalculator

BTFieldConstructor MiceModule

Figure 7.1: A UML diagram displaying the components of the Optics package in

G4MICE. Classes external to Optics are shown in italics.
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change in the phase space vector of a muon as it passes through some material.

The Bethe Bloch curve is used to calculate energy loss and the Moliere formula is

used to calculate the change in covariance for muons. Implicit in this operation

is that the probability distribution described by the covariance matrix and the

moliere scattering distribution are approximately Gaussian so that addition of

errors in quadrature is appropriate.

The TransportManager class ties the material model and the transfer map

model together. The TransportManager calculates transfer maps up to and be-

tween each material; on transport, covariance matrices are alternately trans-

ported by transfer maps and materials. It is assumed that materials fill the

beamline and that scraping is negligible.

7.1.1 Integration of Transfer Map

In transverse phase space the focussing strength of the fields is calculated from the

on-axis components of the solenoidal field and the RF field, and the quadrupole

field gradient calculated numerically from the field map. This is used to calcu-

late the change in the transfer map according to equations (3.99) and (3.100).

The equations are integrated through z as 16 coupled differential equations in

transverse phase space and 4 coupled differential equations in longitudinal phase

space. Longitudinal and transverse phase spaces are assumed to be decoupled

for faster integration.

The GSL provides a number of parameters to set the precision of the inte-

gration. Two parameters control the numerical precision in the MICE Optics

module: the relative error constrains the error across a step relative to the value

at the step end; and the absolute error constrains the absolute error across a step.

In Figure 7.2 the determinant of the transfer matrix is displayed as a function

of these precision parameters after integration of the transfer matrix was taken

through the MICE step 6 fields from z = −5500 mm to z = 5500 mm; for trans-

port to be symplectic, the transfer matrix should have a determinant of 1 and

this is used as a measure of the accuracy of the integration. It can be seen that

the determinant is convergent on 1.

7.2 Transverse Beam Dynamics

The transverse β function and magnetic field for various MICE steps has been

studied previously [69] using the ICOOL tracking code, under the assumption of a

cylindrically symmetric beam. Here the process is repeated by way of verification
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Figure 7.2: The deviation of the determinant of the transfer map M from unity

as a function of relative and absolute error of the numerical integration.
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of the G4MICE field modelling tools and transfer map code. In addition, by

comparing a monochromatic beam with a beam with a modest energy spread

second and higher order effects are studied.

7.2.1 Tracking in Magnetic Field

In Figure 7.3 the β function is shown for a number of different beam configurations

and compared with the β function calculated by the linear optics code described

above.

The linear transfer map was calculated, which was then used to transport a

covariance matrix. The covariance matrix was chosen to have β constant through

the solenoids and canonical angular momentum 0, in line with the MICE baseline;

this is designed to be periodic across each of the 2.75 m cells of the lattice.

Subsequently, several beams were tracked through the MICE fields. Three

beams were chosen; a monochromatic beam with small emittance such that the

linear approximation holds; a monochromatic beam with a canonical 6 mm emit-

tance such that only third and higher order terms contribute to the lattice trans-

port; and a polychromatic beam with an energy spread slightly lower than that

typical of a Neutrino Factory beam and a 6 mm emittance beam such that second

and higher terms contribute to the transport.

The low emittance bunch shows good agreement with the linear calculation

of the β function evolution through the lattice, as expected. However, significant

deviation from the linear calculation is observed for the bunches with large emit-

tance. This is to be expected, as σ(E)/p, σ(px)/p are in the range 5 − 15% so

even third order effects are significant.

This also leads to a significant emittance growth, as observed in Figure 7.4,

where the emittance change of the same three beams is shown. The monochro-

matic beam with low transverse emittance shows a very small emittance growth,

as the linear approximation holds. The monochromatic beam with large trans-

verse emittance shows more emittance growth, and the polychromatic beam with

large transverse emittance shows considerably more emittance growth.

Second and higher order terms give non-linear beam optics, determined to nth

order by terms of order O(ui1ui2 . . . uin) in the transfer map. As shown previously,

in transverse phase space second order terms are purely chromatic so that

H3 =
∑

(ptvi) (7.2)

where ~v is the vector of transverse phase space coordinates. If the beam is

monochromatic, however, emittance growth is constrained to third and higher

order terms. Third order terms come in two flavours; those that arise due to
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the z-dependent Hamiltonian and those that arise from cubic terms in the vector

potential. Cubic terms in the vector potential are proportional to ∂2B/∂z2,

which is peaked in the absorbers. Thus it is no surprise to see large changes in

the emittance near to the absorbers for a beam dominated by these third order

terms.

A full understanding of these non-linear terms and the emittance growth is

beyond the scope of this thesis, but the emittance growth is of especial importance

to MICE.

7.3 Longitudinal Beam Dynamics

The Feasibility Study II muon cooling channel operates RF at 50◦ in order to

provide a large energy gain with the relatively large bucket required to transport

the high emittance beam characteristic of a Neutrino Factory. In MICE it is

envisaged that the experiment will sample muons relative to the RF phase set at

50◦ or 90◦ depending on the RF power available.

As MICE uses the ISIS ring as a proton source for its muons, the input beam

is expected to have an approximately flat distribution in time on the scale of the

MICE RF, with macro-pulses every few ms. Any energy-time distribution will

be introduced during analysis.

In this section the solution for a periodic energy-time relation is found for

the case where the RF is 50◦. In addition, the effects of the energy gain and RF

cavities on transverse phase space are examined in both the linear and non-linear

regimes.

7.3.1 RF bucket

In Figures 7.5 and 7.6 the effects of various phenomena on the shape of the RF

bucket are examined. Contours in the Hamiltonian are calculated using [34]

ω

cm(βγ)3
p2

t + E0

(
cos(ωt)− cos(φ0) + (ωt− φ0) sin φ0

)
. (7.3)

Muons were passed through a repeating SFoFo lattice with a length of 2750 mm

and their position in phase space relative to the reference particle was examined.

The SFoFo was made up of 350 mm cylindrical liquid Hydrogen blocks followed

by sets of four RF cavities. This is similar to the central cooling section of the

MICE lattice, with the spectrometers removed and repeated many times. Muons

were fired along the accelerator axis for energies above and below the reference

energy.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 7.3: (a) The on-axis magnetic field through the MICE cooling channel

for the final MICE configuration, step VI. (b) The β function tracked through

G4MICE for various beams and as calculated by the G4MICE Optics package.

94



Figure 7.4: Fractional change in emittance over MICE step VI for various different

beams.

Results for linear transport are shown in Figure 7.5 for the RF phase set to

50◦. Points represent the position in longitudinal phase space of muons at the

end of each 2750 mm lattice. Two models for energy loss in material are used:

firstly the muons are assumed to be minimum ionising so that all muons receive

the same energy loss; and secondly the muons see energy loss given by the Bethe

Bloch curve without stochastic processes. In the former case, muons describe

an elliptical path as expected. In the latter case, a slight emittance increase is

observed due to the gradient of the Bethe Bloch formula; slow muons receive a

slightly greater energy loss while fast muons receive a slightly smaller energy loss.

In Figure 7.6 muons are examined travelling around the RF bucket as tracked

in G4MICE. Muons are simulated transported by RF field maps of the MICE

cavities and by ideal pillboxes. Energy loss is governed by the Bethe Bloch curve

but stochastic processes are ignored. In both cases, slight emittance growth is

seen due to the gradient of the Bethe Bloch formula. Slightly larger emittance

growth is seen when RF cavities are used but the distortion in the RF bucket

due to the field map is quite small and much smaller than the distortion due to

the Bethe Bloch curve.

A similar exercise is repeated in Figure 7.7, but with the RF set to 90◦. In

both cases here an RF field map is used; but in the latter case, energy straggling

and multiple scattering are activated. In this case, these stochastic processes

have a relatively small effect on the muon.
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Figure 7.5: Muons moving around the RF bucket under linear beam optics: (full)

energy loss in liquid Hydrogen assumed minimum ionising (dashed) energy loss

in liquid Hydrogen under the Bethe Bloch model. Contours in the Hamiltonian

are shown in turquoise.

Figure 7.6: Muons tracked around the RF bucket with RF phased at 50◦ (o)

using RF field maps (+) using the pillbox model. Contours in the Hamiltonian

are shown in turquoise.
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Figure 7.7: Muons in longitudinal phase space with RF phased at 90◦: (+)

with no stochastic processes; (o) with multiple scattering and energy straggling.

Contours in the Hamiltonian are shown in turquoise.

7.3.2 Longitudinal matching at 50◦

It is not possible to find a periodic solution for the longitudinal β function when

the RF operates at 90◦ as there is no RF bucket. Instead, a beam will be used

that is initially matched for the RF bucket operating at 50◦.

The periodic solution to the β function in the SFoFo region of MICE is plotted

in Figure 7.8. The periodic solution was found by calculating the transfer map

through a 2750 mm SFoFo lattice and finding the value for which β and α are

periodic using a minimising routine on the input covariance matrix. The transfer

map was then calculated for the longitudinal drift space before the 2750 mm

lattice and the inverse of this transfer map was used to transport the covariance

matrix back through the absorbers. For this simulation, the absorber was taken

to be split into two halves, each 175 mm long, so that the correct energy loss

would be seen at the beginning and end of the SFoFo lattice. Energy straggling

was taken to have a negligible effect on the bunch covariance and a constant

RF field was used to calculate the longitudinal focussing. For a bunch with a

moderate energy spread over a short lattice, these are reasonable approximations.

The mean energy loss was calculated using the Bethe Bloch curve.

The periodic solution was then compared with Monte Carlo tracking in G4MICE

and the results are also shown in Figure 7.8. The same model was used for MICE.
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However, both pill boxes and RF field maps were used in the tracking and the

results compared. For these cases a transverse emittance of 6 µm emittance was

used. Each case shows slight deviations but in general good agreement is found

with the linear approximation.

Finally, a bunch was considered with a larger transverse emittance of 6 mm

emittance but the same longitudinal covariance matrix. In this case, a consider-

able coupling between the longitudinal and transverse phase spaces is observed,

particularly when the beam is tightly focussed. In Feasibility Study II [12] it

is noted that bunches develop a so-called amplitude-momentum correlation be-

tween transverse particle amplitude and longitudinal momentum. Muons with

high transverse amplitude tend to have a larger transverse momentum, particu-

larly in regions where the beam is tightly focussed. For a given energy muons

with higher transverse momentum have a smaller longitudinal momentum, so

that dt/dz = E/pz is larger and these muons move forwards through the bunch.

This phenomenon has been discussed with particular reference to FFAGs [70]. It

has been observed empirically that a second order term of third moments can be

combined with the normal emittance calculation to give a quantity that is more

closely conserved. However, such an analysis of the non-linear optics is beyond

the scope of this thesis.

Figure 7.8: Longitudinal β function through MICE Stage 6: (full line) calcu-

lation from linear optics model; (dashed) Monte Carlo tracking with pill box

cavities; (dotted) Monte Carlo tracking using RF cavities; (dot-dashed) Monte

Carlo tracking using RF cavities with 6 mm transverse emittance.
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7.3.3 Transverse Phase Space

In Figure 7.9 the transverse β function is plotted for muons under the linear

model and using G4MICE. All processes were included and RF cavities were

present. In this case the linear β function has a slightly stronger mismatch than

previously observed. Under tracking through G4MICE non-linear effects can

also be observed. It is interesting to note that there is no observable difference

between tracking through the pill box field and the RF field map on transverse

phase space.

Figure 7.9: Transverse β function through MICE Stage 6: (full line) calculation

from linear optics model including material and RF cavities; (dashed) Monte

Carlo tracking with pill box cavities; (dotted) Monte Carlo tracking using RF

cavities.

7.4 Resonances

In cooling channels, strong linear resonances are observed due to the large spread

in longitudinal momentum of the beam. This causes reduced transmission and

enhanced emittance growth in certain momentum ranges for a given magnetic

lattice. A detailed study has been performed of the resonance structure of the

Feasibility Study II lattice [42]. In this section, the linear resonance structure

of the MICE lattice between the detector ends is compared with that of the

Feasibility Study II lattice. Even in a short lattice like MICE, a beam with tails
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in the resonance regions sees enough emittance growth to drown out transverse

cooling.

7.4.1 Linear Transfer Map

In regions where the trace of the linear 2N -dimensional transfer map is larger

than 2N the transfer map is in resonance. In Figure 7.10 the trace of the transfer

map for the periodic 2750 mm SFoFo lattice is compared against the trace of

the transfer map in MICE Stage VI for transport from -4790 mm to +4790 mm

and from -5201 mm to +5201 mm. In all cases the effect of material and RF is

neglected. In MICE emittance change will be measured between the innermost

tracker planes at +/-4790 mm; while +/-5201 mm is the centre of the tracker

solenoid and so makes a natural point about which to define a periodic lattice in

order to compare the linear theory with Monte Carlo.

The SFoFo lattice has a weak resonances at 175 MeV/c. Strong resonances

are observed at 145 MeV/c and 240 MeV/c which bound the 200 MeV/c pass-

band. The pass-band for the MICE lattice is narrower. If the lattice is taken

between +/- 5201 mm weak resonances are observed at 160 MeV/c and 180

MeV/c with stronger resonances also at 145 MeV/c and 240 MeV/c. If the lattice

is taken between +/- 4766 mm strong resonances are observed at 250 MeV/c and

140 MeV/c with weaker resonances at 220 MeV/c, 180 MeV/c and 160 MeV/c.

These weak resonances may give some emittance growth in the cooling channel,

although as the lattice is not periodic in MICE it is not clear how much effect

they will have. However, in these regions it is not possible to define a β function.

7.4.2 Monte Carlo

The effect of the resonances on a repeating lattice can be seen in Figure 7.11. A

repeating lattice was simulated in ICOOL made up from six 10402 mm MICE

step VI lattices and twenty four 2750 mm MICE SFoFo lattices. A 6 mm beam,

gaussian in transverse phase space and chosen to be periodic at 200 MeV/c was

passed through the lattice, with a rectangular distribution in momentum. As

above, no RF or materials were included in the simulation.

The transmission reflects the stop bands described above. In the case of the

SFoFo lattice, the transmission drops quickly on either side of the 200 MeV/c

pass-band; a weak resonance may be present at 190 MeV/c. In the case of the

MICE 10402 mm lattice, the 200 MeV/c pass-band is again bounded by strong

resonances either side of the 200 MeV/c pass band. However, after 6 lattice

periods the transmission in the pass band is generally poor, perhaps indicating
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Figure 7.10: Trace of the linear transfer map: (full line) calculation for the

2750 mm SFoFo lattice; (dashed) calculation for MICE step VI across +/-5201;

(dotted) caculation for MICE step VI across +/-4766. Horizontal lines are shown

for |Tr(M)| = 4, beyond which the lattice is resonant.

the effect of the weaker resonances.

7.5 Summary

Various aspects of the beam dynamics in the MICE cooling channel have been

investigated. The transverse beam dynamics have been simulated in G4MICE

and show good agreement with a linear model. Muons have been simulated

traversing the RF bucket and good agreement has been shown with analytical

models. The longitudinal dynamics of the cooling channel have been investigated

and linear resonance phenomena examined.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 7.11: Transmission for a repeating lattice: (left) calculation for the 2750

mm SFoFo lattice; (right) calculation for the 5201 mm MICE step VI lattice.
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Chapter 8

Cooling in G4MICE

MICE and MICE-like cooling channels have been simulated in a number of track-

ing codes, including ICOOL [12], COSY-INFINITY [31] and G4Beamline [58].

In this chapter simulations of the cooling channel using G4MICE are described.

Materials effects on the beam dynamics are studied for MICE Stage 6; the effects

of absorbers, absorber windows is reviewed and the overall cooling performance

is examined.

8.1 G4MICE Cooling Channel Representation

in G4MICE

The G4MICE interface allows an arbritrary degree of detail in the physical rep-

resentation of MICE through a text interface known as MiceModules. The Mice-

Modules provide an interface with G4MICE geometry objects such as cylinders

and cuboids. In addition, specialised objects can be represented such as poly-

cones, quadrupole apertures and the magnetic fields discussed elsewhere.

Figure 8.1: Visualisation of the MICE cooling channel from G4MICE.
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8.2 GEANT4 Material Model

In the MICE baseline case, cooling is provided by liquid Hydrogen absorbers.

Typically, liquid Hydrogen is difficult to simulate as simple Moliere scattering

models do not simulate low Z materials well. The material model for the principle

materials in MICE, Beryllium, Aluminium and liquid Hydrogen is studied below.

8.2.1 Multiple Scattering Model

Multiple Coulomb scattering limits the cooling performance that can be achieved

in ionisation cooling channels. Scattering from Beryllium RF windows, Alu-

minium absorber windows and scattering in the absorbers themselves all con-

tribute.

In Figure 8.2 the GEANT4 model of multiple scattering is compared with

the Fano model [71] as implemented in ICOOL and a Gaussian fit to the Moliere

formula (4.1) [10]. 105 muons with 200 MeV/c longitudinal momentum and

no transverse momentum were simulated travelling through a 350 mm Hydro-

gen cylinder, a 180 µm Aluminium cylinder and a 380 µm Beryllium cylinder

in ICOOL and G4MICE. These are the nominal thicknesses of the Hydrogen

absorbers, Aluminium absorber windows and Beryllium RF cavity windows in

MICE.

In all cases the Moliere model gives a smaller beam divergence than the Fano

and GEANT4 models while the Fano model gives a slightly smaller spread than

the GEANT4 model. The Fano model has been shown to agree well with exper-

iment [72].

8.2.2 Energy Loss in Liquid Hydrogen

As outlined previously, cooling is provided by the energy loss in liquid Hydrogen,

while energy straggling leads to heating in longitudinal phase space. In Figure 8.3

the liquid Hydrogen energy loss model in GEANT4 is compared with the energy

loss model in ICOOL and approximations to the measured energy loss [10].

In Figure 8.3a, samples of 104 muons with various different longitudinal mo-

menta were simulated travelling through a 350 mm thick cylinder of liquid Hy-

drogen and the energy loss over that distance was calculated. Only muons within

20 standard deviations of the mean energy loss were included in the calculation

to remove statistical fluctuations from outliers in the long tail of the energy strag-

gling. The Bethe Bloch curve is also shown; here the energy loss is calculated

using the mean of the energy and momentum of the muons before and after the
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Figure 8.2: Multiple Scattering in G4MICE compared against other models: (o)

Fano model in Hydrogen; (+) Fano model in Al; (*) Fano model in Be; (line

histogram) GEANT4 model in liquid Hydrogen; (dashed histogram) GEANT4

model in Al; (dotted histogram) GEANT4 model in Be; (line) Gaussian approx-

imation to the Moliere model in liquid Hydrogen; (dashed curve) Gaussian ap-

proximation to the Moliere model in Al; (dotted curve) Gaussian approximation

to the Moliere model in Be.
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Hydrogen block. In general this shows good general agreement with the energy

loss calculated from the Bethe Bloch formula, although a deviation of order 1-2%

is observed from the Bethe Bloch formula, which is of the order of the model

accuracy [10].

The distribution in energy loss due to energy straggling for the 105 muon

sample is shown In Figure 8.3b and compared with the ICOOL model and a fit

to a Landau distribution with most probable value -10.369 MeV and width 0.4057

MeV. The ICOOL model shows a slightly higher energy loss while the Landau

distribution gives a longer tail than both of the other distributions.

8.3 Absorber Model

In MICE, three absorbers provide transverse cooling. The simulation of the ab-

sorbers requires some care, as the absorber windows are curved and of varying

thickness in order to contain the Hydrogen with the minimum amount of Alu-

minium. In this section, the window model is detailed and the effect on beam

heating is compared to that of a cylindrical window. The overall transverse cool-

ing performance of the absorber modules is then examined.

8.3.1 Window Shape

The absorber windows have been made as thin as possible while maintaining suf-

ficient strength to contain the liquid Hydrogen. Each absorber has four windows;

one at each end for containment, and an additional pair of safety windows. In or-

der to maintain strength while minimising material in the beamline, the windows

are curved and considerably thinner in the center than at the edge.

In G4MICE, the inner and outer radius of the window at regular z-intervals

is read from a text file. GEANT4 calculates the surface of the window based on

an interpolation between these points. In Figure 8.4 the implementation of the

absorber window shape and thickness is shown. Muons were passed through the

absorbers and the position of their tracks as they entered and left the windows was

plotted. The two windows can be clearly seen; errors in the boundary position are

below 20 % relative to the window thickness and most pronounced at high radii,

which is populated by only a few muons. This error is especially pronounced at

regions where dz/dr is small owing to the nature of the interpolation.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 8.3: Energy loss in Liquid Hydrogen in G4MICE compared against other

models: (a) mean dE/dz; (b) energy straggling.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 8.4: Absorber window shape and window thickness.
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8.3.2 Emittance Growth in Windows

In Figure 8.5 the effect of the variation in window thickness is examined for an

absorber window. 105 muons were passed through the window. The mean change

in transverse single particle emittance was plotted for muons in different radius

buckets to examine the effect of passing through the window at different radii.

Recall from (3.65) that the bunch emittance is given by ε⊥ =< εi > /4 where εi

is the single particle emittance, so that the change in bunch emittance is given

by

δε⊥ =
1

n

∑
rj

nrj
< εi(rj) > (8.1)

where nrj
is the number of muons in each radius bucket and < εi(rj) > is the

mean change in single particle emittance in a radius bucket.

On examining Figure 8.5 it is apparent that muons at larger radius see a

greater emittance growth, even for a cylindrical absorber, but the higher radius

regions are not populated significantly. Surprisingly, the variation in window

thickness does not have a significant effect on the beam heating. For a less

focussed beam or one with a higher emittance the higher radius regions may

be more highly populated. Errors are calculated assuming a relationship of the

form < δεi >≈ σ(δεi)/
√

n where n is the number of muons in the radius bin.

The radius was taken at the downstream edge of the window while the change

in emittance was taken between two planes 350 mm upstream and downstream

of the window. A beam with emittance of 6 mm, β of 420 mm and α of 0 was

injected at the upstream plane.

8.3.3 Cooling through Absorber Module

The transverse cooling performance of a single absorber is examined in Figure

8.6. Cylindrical and curved absorbers are examined.

For the cylindrical absorber, vacuum and absorber windows are taken to have

thicknesses of 180 and 190 µm respectively and the liquid Hydrogen is taken

to have a thickness of 350 mm. Muons that fall outside the absorber radius of

150 mm are discarded. For the curved absorber, the window profiles outlined

above are used, with all space between the absorber windows filled with liquid

Hydrogen. The thickness of the liquid Hydrogen in this case is 350 mm on-axis.

Monochromatic bunches of 104 muons were passed through the absorber.

Beams with emittance of 6 mm and β of 420 mm at various different momenta

and beams with momentum of 200 MeV/c and β of 420 mm at various differ-

ent emittances were tracked through a cylindrical or curved absorber and the

dependence of emittance change on momentum was examined.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 8.5: (Histogram) number of muons and (points) change in single particle

emittance on passage through an aluminium window as a function of radius for:

(a) a cylindrical window; (b) a curved window.
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The beams see a weaker cooling effect at low emittances and even heating.

Recall that the cooling term in the expression for emittance change is proportional

to the beam emittance. The equilibrium emittance is roughly the same in both

cases. The use of realistic absorber windows degrades the cooling performance

slightly for higher emittances. This is to be expected as high emittance beams

have more muons at large radii where muons pass through less liquid Hydrogen

and more Aluminium.

The transverse cooling is stronger at low momenta as the mean fractional

energy loss is greater. The use of realistic absorber windows degrades the cooling

performance for lower momenta, but at higher momenta the effects of multiple

scattering are considerably less pronounced. Recall from equation 4.9 that the

heating term is proportional to (Eβ3
rel)

−1, while the cooling term is proportional

to < dE/dz > /E.

8.4 Simulated Emittance Change

The cooling performance of the full MICE cooling channel is now examined.

There are a number of ways to assess the cooling performance of the MICE

channel. The baseline measurement is to examine the change in beam emittance.

MICE aims to measure the change in emittance of various beams to a precision

of 0.1 %. This will be compared with simulation results and any discrepancy

examined. In simulating cooling, there are two sources of errors: systematic errors

due to errors in the physics model; and statistical errors due to the stochastic

physical processes in materials. Errors in the physics model have been addressed

in this and previous chapters.

In studying statistical errors, close attention must be paid to the quantity to

be studied. There is a significant difference between attempting to understand the

error in the change in emittance of a distribution and the error in the change in

emittance of a sample of a distribution. If the change in emittance of a probability

distribution is to be measured, then the error in sampling the distribution must be

understood. For example, the covariance matrix of a randomly selected sample of

particles will be different to the covariance matrix of the distribution from which

they were sampled. If the change in emittance of a sample of a distribution is

to be measured, then the dominant statistical error arises due to the stochastic

nature of processes as the beam passes through material. This introduces an

error both in the beam emittance and the beam dynamics through the rest of the

cooling channel.

The statistical errors are particularly important as these contribute signifi-
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(a)

(a)

Figure 8.6: Change in emittance on passage through absorber as a function of

(a) input momentum and (b) input emittance for (*) cylindrical absorbers and

(+) curved absorbers
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cantly to statistical errors on the emittance measurement. This is discussed in

more detail in the next chapter.

8.4.1 Cooling performance

In Figure 8.7 the emittance of a sample of 105 muons passed through the MICE

Stage VI cooling channel from -4690 mm to 4690 mm is shown as a function

of position in the cooling channel. Polycone absorber windows were used as

described above. In addition polycone RF windows with a constant thickness of

0.38 mm were used. The RF was phased for operation on crest, with an RF field

map used, while the beam was matched for operation at 50◦. It is not possible

to match for operation at 90◦ as there is no longitudinal focusing at this phase.

A beam with an initially gaussian distribution in the phase space coordinates

was used, with transverse emittance of 6 mm and longitudinal emittance of 0.3

ns. The emittance of 0.3 ns corresponds to a rather low emittance for a typical

Neutrino Factory beam. However, the RF bucket at 50◦ has an acceptance of

about 0.5 ns, and muons above this amplitude are typically lost from a realistic

Neutrino Factory cooling channel. In this section a smaller longitudinal amplitude

cut of 0.15 ns will be used. This is necessary to prevent non-linearities from

smothering the cooling.

Beam emittance is shown as a function of z along the cooling channel in

Figure 8.7, calculated for muons with longitudinal amplitudes less than 0.15 ns.

Much worse performance is observed for any higher amplitude muons due to

beam heating in the cooling channel. Over 70% of muons are excluded due to

this amplitude cut; in addition, a few % are scraped or decay and these are

also excluded from the plot. In total 20218 muons survive both cuts. Even

then, significant transverse emittance growth is observed near to the absorbers.

The transverse emittance shows a marked decrease, but longitudinal emittance

increases significantly; overall, 6D emittance increases due to the significant non-

linearities introduced by the RF operating on-crest.

8.4.2 Statistical fluctuations

As discussed above, the statistical fluctuation on the transverse cooling perfor-

mance can be considered for a sample of events from a distribution or for a

distribution of events. These fluctuations on the MICE cooling measurement

have been discussed previously[73] [74]. The two different cases are examined in

8.8: ten different samples of muons and ten sets of the same sample of muons

were simulated passing through the cooling channel. The muons were sampled
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Figure 8.7: Change in emittance on passage through MICE stage VI: (a) trans-

verse emittance; (b) 6D emittance
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from the distribution outlined above and the same cut on longitudinal amplitude

was applied. As expected, a marked difference was observed in the spread in

transverse emittance change of the two datasets. In both cases the mean cooling

performance is roughly the same, but the standard deviation on the transverse

cooling performance is three times higher where different samples of muons are

used. Somewhat suprisingly, the standard deviation on longitudinal cooling is

roughly the same in both cases. This indicates that stochastic processes in the

absorbers introduce sufficient statistical fluctuations to significantly change the

longitudinal heating that is observed. The results are listed in Table 8.1.

The case where different samples of muons are passed through the cooling

channel with no stochastic effects is also examined in Figure 8.8. Fluctuations

in the longitudinal heating are of similar magnitude to the other two cases, in-

dicating that selection of the beam sample introduces a similar fluctuation in

heating as the stochastic processes do. Fluctuations in transverse cooling are

much smaller. This is to be expected as the largest uncertainty in transverse

emittance change comes from the heating term, where multiple scattering gives

a mean increase in transverse momentum.

σ(δε⊥) < δε⊥ > σ(δε//) < δε// > σ(δε6D) < δε6D >

Different Samples 0.148 -0.544 0.0026 0.0251 0.033 0.123

Same Sample 0.049 -0.552 0.0035 0.0251 0.020 0.056

No stochastics 0.018 -1.009 0.0030 0.0258 0.021 0.129

Table 8.1: Emittance change and RMS fluctuation when ten different input beams

are used, when the same input beam is used over ten different runs and when ten

different input beams are used but stochastic processes are switched off.

8.5 Other Possible Measurements

The utility of considerations such as change in beam amplitude has been shown

in the previous discussion. The study of the number of muons within some accep-

tance is more representrative of the increase in the number of muons transmitted

into the Neutrino Factory accelerator complex. Also, the aperture of the cooling

channel is an important quantity as it determines the amount of focussing that

can be achieved in the absorbers before scraping becomes dominant.
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Figure 8.8: Emittance change for ten 2000 event samples over MICE stage VI:

(a) transverse emittance; (b) longitudinal emittance
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8.5.1 Scraping Aperture

The design of a long cooling channel calls for tight focussing on the absorbers

in order to enhance the cooling effect. This in turn leads to more scraping.

Typically, as the emittance of the bunch is reduced the amount of focussing on

the absorbers is enhanced by changes to the magnetic lattice.

In Figure 8.9 the maximum radius of the cooling channel is shown using

a simplified representation of the cooling channel simulated in ICOOL. In this

sample, a matched bunch of 104 muons were transported through the cooling

channel with a small energy spread. The maximum radius of the bunch is seen

to be large in the RF cavities where transverse focussing is weaker.

Figure 8.9: Maximum radius of muons as a function of z.

8.5.2 Transmission into an Acceptance

Emittance change is a useful indication of cooling performance, but for a Neutrino

Factory the change in the distribution of particle amplitudes is also important. In

8.10 the number of muons contained within a particular acceptance is displayed

along the MICE beamline for the 100000 event simulation described above. Three

amplitude cuts are shown, typical of the acceptance of different Neutrino Factory

accelerators. In all cases, the number of muons inside the cut increases as the

bunch passes along the cooling channel. Only muons that are initially within the

0.15 ns longitudinal acceptance cut are shown.
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Figure 8.10: Number of muons within transverse acceptance A2
⊥: (full) A2

⊥ < 15

mm (dashed) A2
⊥ < 30 mm (dotted) A2

⊥ < 45 mm
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8.5.3 Fractional change in acceptance

The fractional change in the number of muons between each end of the cooling

channel is shown as a function of initial amplitude in Figure 8.11. This function

has the interesting feature that it is expected to be an invariant quantity of

the cooling channel for a matched beam, for amplitudes well below the scraping

aperture and for linear beam optics. Also it is measurable by MICE. In Figure

8.11 10 different samples of 104 muons were simulated passing through the MICE

cooling channel. Muons with longitudinal amplitude initially greater than 0.15

ns were excluded from results. Error bars show the standard deviation on the

result.

There are three regions of interest. Below 6 mm, the number of muons in-

creases, as the beam is cooled. Between amplitudes of 6 and 60 mm the number of

muons in the beam decreases. In this region, muons are either migrating towards

the centre of the beam due to cooling, migrating outwards due to heating from

non-linearities or being scraped out of the beam. Above 60 mm, the number of

muons increases as muons that are heated move to higher amplitudes. For higher

emittance beams, high amplitude muons are expected to be lost due to scraping.

8.6 Summary

The model for material processes in GEANT4 has been evaluated including multi-

ple scattering and energy loss. The physical representation of the cooling channel

has been detailed, and the effect of realistic curved absorber windows on the cool-

ing performance compared with cylindrical windows. The cooling performance

of MICE step VI has been evaluated including statistical errors on the cooling

performance, evaluated in terms of bunch emittance and particle amplitude.
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Figure 8.11: Fractional change in number of muons in transverse amplitude bin

as a function of initial amplitude.
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Chapter 9

Simulated Measurement of

Cooling

In this chapter the measurement of the MICE cooling performance is simulated

and the emittance resolution of the MICE detectors is examined.

In MICE transverse phase space coordinates and energy are reconstructed at

the inside edge of the upstream and downstream tracker, while the time at which

muons pass through the TOFs relative to the RF phase is reconstructed at the

TOFs. In this chapter, the extrapolation of the timing measurement from the

TOF to the tracker will be examined assuming some finite detector resolution

in the phase space variables, and the effect that this finite resolution has on

emittance measurement will be studied. It is assumed that an appropriate time

distribution from the beam has been sampled.

9.1 Detector Models

The MICE trackers are used to reconstruct the momentum and position of parti-

cles as they enter and leave MICE. Reconstructed particles are used to calculate

emittance. A full simulation and reconstruction of the tracker has been per-

formed. However, the software that was used to perform the reconstruction was

never published and is no longer available. A new reconstruction code is in prepa-

ration. In this chapter, fits to the tracker reconstruction are used instead. The

fits are described below, and the parameters used are listed in Table 9.1

9.1.1 Tracker Model

The MICE tracker is described in detail in [54] and [23]. Measurement of the

position of muons in phase space is achieved by fitting a helix to the measured
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Parameter Units Value

x1/2 [mm] 1.0

y1/2 [mm] 0.7

spx [MeV/c] 2.3

spy [MeV/c] 1.8

p0 [MeV/c] 150

cpt -0.003

cpz -0.004

spz [MeV/c] 1.5

kpz [(MeV/c)−1] 0.0006

σ(t) [ps] 70

Table 9.1: Values of parameters used for the tracker model.

position of muons at each tracker plane and reconstructing the phase space coor-

dinates at a well defined z-position known as the Tracker Reference Plane (TRP),

here taken to be on the inside edge of each tracker, at 4.69 metres upstream and

downstream of the cooling channel centre. The position measurement resolu-

tion is limited by the finite thickness of the scintillating fibres. The momentum

resolution is limited primarily by the spatial resolution of the tracker. Multiple

scattering at each tracker plane also has an effect.

In Figure 9.1 the simulated distribution of residuals in the position measure-

ment is shown for x and y, modelled as a rectangular distribution with half-width

of x1/2 and y1/2 respectively. It is assumed that the resolution is independent of

other phase space variables. The square shape arises due to the ganging of the

fibres. When the tracker was simulated, the tracker was aligned such that the

fibres of one of the views lay parallel the x axis, with the other two views aligned

at 30◦ each from the x axis, leading to an asymmetry between the two axes which

is reflected in the reconstructed spatial resolution of the tracker.

The transverse momentum of a track is proportional to the radius of the fitted

helix. In the limit that multiple scattering in the tracker planes is small, the

transverse momentum resolution is a function only of the space point resolution

of the tracker. To a good approximation,

σpx = k1σx (9.1)

where k1 is some constant and σx is the space point resolution. In practice, there

is a weak linear dependence of transverse momentum resolution on transverse

momentum and on longitudinal momentum due to multiple scattering. The sim-
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9.1: Simulated position residuals of the tracker.
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ulated distribution of errors in px and py is shown in Figures 9.2 and 9.3, given

by Gaussian distributions with RMS

σ(px) = spx + (pz − p0)cpz + ptcpt, (9.2)

σ(py) = spy + (pz − p0)cpz + ptcpt (9.3)

and mean 0.

(a)

(b)

Figure 9.2: Transverse momentum residuals of the tracker.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9.3: Correlation of pt residuals with true pz and pt.

125



The longitudinal momentum measurement is highly correlated to the lon-

gitudinal and transverse momentum of the tracks themselves. The longitudinal

momentum is inversely proportional to the angle, in cylindrical polar coordinates,

through which a muon travels in the tracker. The error on the measurement of

this angle is dependent on its size, so tracks with high momentum, that cut out a

smaller angle, will be measured with a worse momentum resolution. The error on

the measurement of the angle is also dependent on the radius of the helix. Mea-

surement of the track momentum will be worse for muons that follow a tighter

helix. The momentum resolution is approximately given by [75]

σpz =
k2

∆z

p2
z

pt

√
2σx (9.4)

where ∆z is the distance between tracker stations. In practice, several tracker

station spacings are used and the orientation of the tracker results in an asymme-

try between x and y. In Figure 9.4 the simulated tracker resolution is shown for

pz as a function of true pt and true pz, with errors given by a Gaussian smearing

with mean 0 and RMS

σpz = spz + kpz
p2

z

pt

. (9.5)

In Figure 9.5 E residuals are displayed for a beam with 6 mm emittance matched

to the upstream tracker and a 10 MeV energy spread.

As will be shown, the correlations between the phase space variables and

the measurement error have an important, detrimental, effect on the emittance

measurement.

9.1.2 TOF Model

The Time of Flight (TOF) counters are expected to have an absolute resolution

of 70 picoseconds and a possibly worse resolution relative to the RF phase. A

reconstruction of the TOF counters is in preparation, but no such reconstruction

has been performed to date. In this thesis the TOF residuals are assumed to

have a gaussian distribution with a RMS width of 70 ps and mean 0, as shown

in Figure 9.6.

9.1.3 Combined TOF and Tracker Simulation

In MICE, the momentum and position of particles is measured at the MICE

TRPs, while the time of flight of muons is measured at the MICE TOFs. To cal-

culate six dimensional emittance, the timing measurement must be extrapolated

to the reference plane of the tracker.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9.4: Correlations of pz residuals with true pz and true pt.
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Figure 9.5: Simulated energy residuals of a MICE tracker.

Figure 9.6: Simulated time measurement resolution of a MICE Time of Flight

counter.
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The accuracy of this extrapolation is effected by two factors. The finite res-

olution of the trackers introduces a correlation between the error on the energy

and momenta and the error on the time measurement. Also, the energy strag-

gling that occurs in material that lies between the tracker and the Time of Flight

counter introduces an additional error.

In Figure 9.7 the two sources of error are compared and the combined effect

is examined together with the intrinsic TOF resolution. Matched 6 mm Gaus-

sian beams were transported from TOF 1 to the upstream TRP and from the

downstream TRP to TOF 2. For this study, the TOFs and TRPs were taken to

sit 6.611 m and 4.69 m respectively from the centre of MICE. A 7.6 mm lead

diffuser was also present in the upstream tracker and the beam used was matched

to account for its presence. The study was performed with material present and

ideal detectors, without material and with both material and realistic detectors,

in order to examine separately the effect of material, of tracker resolution and

the two effects combined.

The time measurement was extrapolated from the TOF by tracking from the

TRP to the TOF using the reconstructed momentum and position, in order to

estimate the momentum and position of the track at the TOF; assigning the

tracks with the measured value of the time; and then tracking back to the TRP.

Tracking was achieved using numerical integration of the equations of motion

with fourth order Runge Kutta and assuming no multiple scattering and mean

energy loss in materials calculated according to the Bethe Bloch formula.

The dominant error arises due to the finite resolution of the TOF; at the

upstream tracker the presence of material also makes a significant contribution

to the time resolution. The tracker resolution has a negligible effect. The RMS

errors introduced are listed in Table 9.2.

Note that there is also a mean error on the time measurement at the upstream

TRP of 24 ps. Muons that suffer a large multiple scatter in the lead are mea-

sured with a reduced pz in the tracker due to the higher transverse momentum.

Hence, the beam has a higher mean pz before the diffuser than after, which is

not simulated.

9.2 Emittance Measurement Shift

In a particle by particle experiment such as MICE, a systematic shift in the

measured emittance arises from statistical errors in the phase space variables.

This is because MICE is measuring the width of a distribution so that statistical

errors tend to add a systematic offset to the beam width measurement analogous
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9.7: Simulated time resolution at the upstream (a) and downstream (b)

MICE TRPs. The filled histogram shows the contribution due to the resolution

of the trackers; the dashed histogram shows the contribution due to stochastic

processes in materials; and the full, unfilled histogram shows the two effects

combined with a TOF measurement smeared by a Gaussian distribution.
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σ(t) (Downstream) [ps] σ(t) (Upstream) [ps]

Tracker 24 26

Material 12 50

TOF 70 70

Tracker, mate-

rial and TOF

77 90

Table 9.2: Simulated RMS errors on time resolution at the TRP due to various

effects.

to addition of errors in quadrature. Statistical errors arise due to fluctuations

in the actual stochastic processes in the beam, the choice of input beam itself

and fluctuations in the systematic shift in the measurement. Fluctuations in the

cooling performance of the channel were discussed in the previous chapter.

9.2.1 Systematic Error

It is possible to estimate the size of this systematic shift and remove it, assuming

a well calibrated detector.

In the case of a one dimensional distribution where errors δui on the measure-

ment of a variable, um
i , are uncorrelated to the true value of the variable, ut

i, the

error on the variance is given by the familiar rule of addition in quadrature, [76]

< (um
i )2 >=< (ut

i)
2 > + < δu2

i > . (9.6)

In the multidimensional case, the error on the covariance of phase space variables

ui and uj becomes [76]

< um
i um

j >=< ut
iu

t
j > + < δuiδuj > . (9.7)

Note that here the measurement error is again assumed to be independent of the

position of the muon in phase space. It is observed that the measured covariance is

always larger than the actual covariance. The measured probability distribution

of muons is the convolution of the true distribution and the distribution of the

errors and such a smearing will always increase the measured emittance over the

true emittance.

However, as demonstrated above, the phase space measurement errors are not,

in general, independent of the position in phase space of the tracks. In this case

the simple relationship above is not true. For example, in the one dimensional

case, if there were a negative correlation between the true muon position and the

measurement error, muons with negative positions would tend to have a positive
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error; and muons with positive positions would tend to have a negative error.

Then, overall, the width of the measured distribution would be smaller than the

width of the actual distribution.

In general, the measured phase space variable of a particle is related to the

true phase space variable by um
i = ut

i + δui. Then the covariance of phase space

variables for some ensemble of nµ particles can be written as

< um
i um

j > − < um
i >< um

j > = < (ut
i + δui)(u

t
j + δuj) > − (9.8)

< ut
i + δui >< ut

j + δuj >

where the standard notation for raw moments in a discrete probability distribu-

tion,

< x >=
1

nµ

∑
allµ

(x), (9.9)

is used. Expanding the brackets,

< um
i um

j > − < um
i >< um

j > = < ut
iu

t
j > − < ut

i >< ut
j > (9.10)

+ < ut
iδuj > − < ut

i >< δuj >

+ < ut
jδui > − < ut

j >< δui >

+ < δuiδuj > − < δui >< δuj >

This can be written in matrix form,

Vm = Vt + R + RT + C, (9.11)

where Vt is the true covariance, Vm is the measured covariance and R and C

are correction terms.

It is assumed subsequently that R and C are small. Then the true distribution

will be close to the measured distribution, such that values of R and C can

be determined from a Monte Carlo study using the covariance matrix of the

measured distribution. This is an appropriate approximation; the Rij/Vij and

Cij/Vij are at most of order 1 % for the detector model outlined above.

9.2.2 Transverse Emittance Shift

Transverse emittance shifts calculated using a full detector simulation are shown

in Figure 9.8; in this study, detector reconstruction code was written by Malcolm

Ellis, while analysis code and the systematic error removal technique was written

by the current author. Over a range of emittances, 20 samples of 50000 events

were simulated through MICE with pz 200 MeV/c. The difference between true

and measured emittance is shown for the upstream and downstream trackers.

132



At transverse emittances of 6 mm, a systematic offset of +0.3 % is observed.

At lower emittances, correlations between phase space coordinates and detector

errors are dominant leading to a negative systematic offset. Larger transverse

momentum errors are observed for muons at higher radii and those with larger

transverse momentum in the upstream tracker. It is thought that this may be

due to multiple scattering, which may have had a stronger effect on muons that

have large radii and large transverse momenta at the TRP. Further optimisation

of reconstruction software may reduce these correlations. However, the correction

technique outlined above is seen to remove the systematic offset.

(a)

(b)

Figure 9.8: Emittance residuals for the upstream tracker (a) before correction (b)

after correction for a monochromatic beam with various transverse emittances.

9.2.3 Longitudinal Emittance Shift

The emittance residuals for an ensemble of 100 samples, each containing 1000

events, is shown in Figure 9.9 calculated for longitudinal and 6D phase space,
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before and after applying the correction procedure outlined above. The resid-

uals are calculated for the worst case of the upstream tracker, where the lead

diffuser makes the longitudinal emittance resolution worse as outlined above. In

this case, a matched bunch with transverse emittance of 6 mm and longitudinal

emittance of 0.25 ns/c was tracked from the TOF to the TRP and the phase

space measurement was simulated as outlined above. The measured bunch emit-

tance was calculated for each sample from the bunch and compared with the true

emittance.

The shift was corrected by calculating the matrices R and Cusing the full

sample of 100000 muons and an approximation to the true covariance matrix

was calculated for each sample using the formula derived above. The corrected

residuals are shown in 9.9 and the systematic shift on the emittance measurement

is seen to be removed for longitudinal and six dimensional phase spaces. In Table

9.3 the standard deviation and mean of the emittance residual is given for both the

uncorrected and corrected cases for transverse, longitudinal and six dimensional

emittance at the upstream tracker.

σ(δε⊥) < δε⊥ > σ(δε//) < δε// > σ(δε6D) < δε6D >

Uncorrected 0.0147 0.0261 0.00205 0.00528 0.0101 0.0222

Corrected 0.0148 -0.0008 0.00213 -0.00029 0.0106 -0.00043

Table 9.3: Mean and RMS of the emittance residual after simulated measurement

of the emittance of 100 bunches of 1000 muons in the upstream tracker for a

transverse emittance of 6 mm and longitudinal emittance of 0.1 ns before and

after the correction.

9.2.4 Statistical Error Magnitude

The statistical errors on emittance measurement, listed in Table 9.3, can be com-

pared with the intrinsic statistical variation in the emittance change, listed in

Table 8.1. The two tables list errors on two different quantities. In the former

case the statistical and mean measurement errors on measurement of emittance

in the upstream tracker is listed. In the latter case the statistical and mean

measurement errors on emittance change in the two trackers is listed. The sta-

tistical error on emittance change is dominated in transverse phase space by the

inherent statistics of the cooling channel, even when studying the same sample of

muons. In longitudinal phase space, the statistical error on emittance change is
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9.9: Emittance residuals for (a) longitudinal phase space (b) six dimen-

sional phase space for a transverse emittance of 6 mm and longitudinal emittance

of 0.1 ns. In each case the full line with brown fill is the uncorrected emittance

residual while the dashed line with grey fill is the corrected emittance residual.
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roughly the same for the two cases, and both the statistical error on the emittance

measurement and processes in the cooling channel are expected to contribute.

9.2.5 Measured Cooling Performance

The aim of MICE is to measure the change in transverse emittance with a resolu-

tion of 1 %. Two requirements must be fulfilled to achieve this: firstly, sufficient

events must be collected so that the statistical errors are smaller than 0.1 %; and

secondly the systematic shift must be removed. A technique has been outlined

for removing the systematic offset, depending on a well calibrated detector sys-

tem. MICE intends to sample of order 106 muons per run in order to reduce the

statistical errors below the required level.
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Chapter 10

Conclusions

The Neutrino Factory facility is designed to enable the measurement of neu-

trino oscillations to an unprecedented precision and cooling is an important part.

Muons are produced as tertiary particles and as such have a large beam emittance

which can only be reduced by ionisation cooling. This enables a higher flux of

muons to be accelerated, resulting in a larger neutrino flux which leads to better

precision in measurement of the oscillation parameters.

The baseline design for muon cooling in a Neutrino Factory calls for ionisa-

tion cooling in a solenoidal focussing channel. In order to reduce the number

of solenoids required and reduce decay losses, the solenoids, RF cavities and ab-

sorbers must be placed in a very short length, resulting in a very challenging

accelerating structure to construct. Ionisation cooling has never been observed

before and so MICE has been proposed as a Proof-of-Principle experiment to

demonstrate that such a cooling channel is possible. In MICE, the cooling chan-

nel will be constructed, the position of muons in phase space will be measured

before and after the channel and the beam emittance will be measured and com-

pared with simulation.

In this thesis the simulation of the MICE cooling channel has been detailed.

The accuracy of the solenoidal and RF model has been studied and the parameters

necessary for simulation with an accuracy much greater than the resolution of

the detectors have been found. In addition, the tracking parameters used in the

GEANT4 library have been described and the accuracy of the tracking has been

examined. It may be necessary to extend this work to include three dimensional

field maps due to the possible presence of iron in the floor of the MICE hall.

This will be determined by measurement of the fields when MICE is constructed.

In addition, further work is required to understand the tracking accuracy in free

space, or if necessary patch the GEANT4 simulation to allow tracking to arbitrary

accuracy.

137



The tracking of a matched bunch through the MICE fields has been studied,

including a comparison of G4MICE with linear beam optics under various differ-

ent regimes. The first study of longitudinal beam dynamics in MICE has been

performed and the resonance structure of the MICE lattice has been examined.

A further study of the emittance change in MICE due to second and higher order

terms would be interesting; in addition, the effect of resonances on the emittance

change would be of interest.

The multiple scattering and energy loss model of GEANT4 has also been ex-

amined, and the accuracy of the representation of the absorbers has been studied.

In particular, the effect on cooling of including spherical windows with varying

thickness as compared to cylindrical windows has been examined and found to

be small. The cooling performance of the full MICE channel has been studied

including a brief investigation of the statistical errors. Further studies of statisti-

cal errors would be productive; in particular a Monte Carlo study to understand

the statistics required for the measurement of cooling better than 1% would be

of great interest.

The measurement of emittance in the MICE channel has also been studied. In

particular, the error introduced by extrapolating the timing measurement from

the TOF to the Tracker Reference Plane has been examined and the effect of de-

tector resolution on emittance has been studied. It has been noted that statistical

errors in the measurement of phase space variables introduces a systematic shift

in the emittance measurement and a correction algorithm has been suggested

assuming good calibration of the detectors. The analysis presented here assumed

that the beam had been sampled from the available events correctly, but such

a sampling procedure may in itself introduce errors that would be of interest to

understand. In addition, it would be desirable to repeat this procedure with a

more realistic detector reconstruction. Finally, the inclusion of errors from mis-

identification of impurities from beamline pions upstream and decay electrons

downstream would also be of interest.

Here the simulation of the MICE experiment has been examined and various

aspects studied in detail. The real test will come from the construction of a

real cooling channel. The demonstration of ionisation cooling will be not only

important to the Neutrino Factory collaboration, but also vital to the muon

collider community and of concern to the muon physics community. At its most

basic level, the MICE collaboration seeks to understand how to produce muons, a

form of matter known for only 80 years, in unprecedented quantities; it is hoped

that this will have benefits beyond the physics community and in the wider world.
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